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ABSTRACT 
 
 
The history of Drayton Hall and the Drayton family is well documented through 
journals and letters which narrate family businesses, travels across South Carolina and 
beyond, and intimate family events such as marriages and births. In contrast, the history 
of the African American community at Drayton Hall is less well documented. For over 
200 years, this community resided on a small portion of land at Drayton Hall, first as 
slaves, as freed laborers following Emancipation, and as tenants into the twentieth 
century. Their impacts were far-reaching. This thesis traces the growth and decline of 
the enslaved and African American communities and their impacts to Drayton Hall’s 
landscape. Archival research and cartographic analysis have indicated the major shift in 
settlement organization from a compact arrangement imposed by plantation owners to a 
postbellum dispersed pattern that allowed for privacy and independence. The rise of 
newly freed African Americans intersected by the introduction of a rapidly growing 
industry - phosphate mining - proved to be a key influence behind the transition from 
antebellum to postbellum settlement patterns. This thesis expands the interpretation of 
Drayton Hall’s landscape through the lens of the enslaved and African American 
communities. 
 iii 
DEDICATION 
 
 
To Drayton Hall’s enslaved, emancipated, and twentieth-century African 
American communities - those named and unnamed – whose place in the property’s 
history and impacts to the landscape were far-reaching and are still evident today.   
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CHAPTER ONE 
 
INTRODUCTION: LEAVE ‘EM REST 
 
 
Characteristically terse diary entries written by Charles Drayton I (1743-1820) 
were occasioned by lengthier reflections of the day. One such case was May 1, 1817. 
Charles wrote, “Poor George, my Bustler died! The death of a long-timed friend De-puty 
is a great loss: even tho not very active. A mutual knowledge of tempers, & customs, & 
long association, create af-fections; the cessations of wich <are quic not quickly> leave a 
blank in our rotines in life, not soon filled up.”1 As Charles’ butler, George would have 
held a high status, distinct among Drayton’s slaves.2 George first appeared in a 1784 
entry, the same year Charles obtained Drayton Hall from his stepmother Rebecca Perry 
Drayton (1759-1840).3 George appeared a second time, noted as a servant, in 1795.4 
Having been servant and butler to Charles for at least twenty-five years, and possibly 
longer, Charles took the time to reflect on his years and relationship with George. 
Charles also noted other deaths of enslaved on the property, including when the 
carpenters died. Between 1807 and 1811 Charles noted, “Old Toby carpenter died,” 
“Cimon died” and “Quash, my good old car--penter died, Dropscially, at Savanna.”5 Like 
George, the carpenters “enjoyed a measure of status, deference, and independence in 
                                                 
1 Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1816-1820. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 9. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
2 Among the enslaved, butlers were considered skilled workers. Charles Joyner, Down by the 
Riverside: A South Carolina Slave Community (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 2009), 70. 
3 Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1784-1790. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 2. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC; Drayton Family Tree, provided by 
curators of Drayton Hall. 
4 Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1791-1798. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 3. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
5 Toby died November 24, 1807, Cimon on January 26, 1811, and Quash on November 24, 1811. 
The reference to Savannah and Quash’s death is referring to the Drayton Plantation at Long 
Savannah. Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1807-1814. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 6. 
Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
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their work patterns on the plantations.”6 The three names first appeared in entries from 
the early 1790s.7 Cimon, Toby and Quash moved from one Drayton plantation to the 
next once a carpentry assignment was completed. For twenty years Cimon, Toby and 
Quash worked for Charles. They built and repaired various buildings, boats and canoes, 
and housing for the enslaved.8 With a reliance on these men, and as in the case with 
George, Charles addressed their deaths.  
It is likely George was laid to rest at Drayton 
Hall’s burial grounds. Where Toby and Cimon died is 
unclear. If they were at Drayton Hall they would have 
been buried on the plantation as well. Quash was at 
the Drayton’s Long Savannah plantation when he 
passed. The burial grounds where George and other 
enslaved were interred remains a part of Drayton 
Hall’s current landscape (Figure 1.1). The story of the 
African American Cemetery and its place in Drayton 
Hall’s history spurred this study. The importance of 
the cemetery is being one of few physical reminders 
                                                 
6 Joyner, Down by the Riverside. 80. 
7 The names Quash and Cimon appear again after their deaths in 1811. In 1812 there are 
references to carpenters named Quash and “Cimon the 2.” It appears those names, as well as 
Toby and Ben, were always associated with carpentry positions during Charles’ tenure of Drayton 
Hall. Carpenters named Toby and Quash date back to John Drayton’s time on the property as 
noted in his account book (1768-1772). Account book, John Drayton, 1768-1779. Drayton Papers 
Collection. Box 3, Folder 1. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, 
Charleston, SC and Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1791-1798. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, 
Folder 3. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
8 For example, December 23, 1793: “The Carpenter Quash, & Prentices Ben & Cimon- having 
repaired (p.20) the Barn & Machine at Bob-Savannah, came to D. hall to repair the Sloop.” Diary, 
Charles Drayton I, 1791-1798. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 3. Drayton Hall, housed 
at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
Figure 1.1. The African American 
Cemetery is tucked away on the 
east side of the avenue leading 
to the main house. An archway, 
erected in 2010, frames the 
entrance to the cemetery. 
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of an African American community that lived on the property and whose impacts were 
far-reaching. The cemetery, however, became just one part of two intersecting stories of 
evolution – the African American community and Drayton Hall’s landscape. The rise and 
decline of the African American community resulted in a once cleared landscape that 
filled in with trees over time leaving little semblance of an enduring community. 
Throughout the timeline, the burial grounds remained a constant landscape feature – an 
area defined by the Drayton’s as early as the late 1700s, and the final resting place for 
African American community members.           
 
Evolution of the Burial Grounds 
First identified in the Glover plat, dated c. 1790, a ten-acre burial ground was 
labeled “BG Field” (Figure 1.2).9 The plat is associated with the Charles Drayton I (1743-
1820) occupation of Drayton Hall, 
however, the burial grounds could 
pre-date the plat. Designated 
burial grounds were common, 
typically located on hilltops or in 
wooded areas.10 For the enslaved, 
death was a significant part of the 
life cycle, and proper funerals 
were of the upmost importance as 
                                                 
9 Ink plat of Drayton Hall, undated. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 13, Folder 5. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
10 Joyner, Down by the Riverside. 140; Lynn Rainville, In Hidden History: African American 
Cemeteries in Central Virginia (University of Virginia Press, 2014), 51-65.   
Figure 1.2. The BG Field (blue arrow) is labeled as 
ten acres, bounded by the main avenue leading to the 
house, fields, and woods. 
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they prevented spirits from returning.11 The funeral for George and others would be 
carried out by the enslaved at Drayton Hall. There were approximately forty enslaved on 
the property around 1817.12 Often, plantation owners allowed the enslaved to direct how 
the dead would be buried.13 Interment rituals incorporated tradition, spiritualism and 
symbolism, together described as “considerable pageantry and display.”14 The burial 
process included washing and preparing the body, as well as sitting with the body to 
“keep the spirit company,” followed by a procession of mournful music as they made 
their way to the burial grounds. The body would be laid facing east, the direction of 
Africa. Grave markers were not commonly used, but if so they would be small with no 
inscription. Once the deceased was buried, more joyful music would be played on the 
return to the settlement.15 All enslaved that lived at Drayton Hall would be buried 
following a similar ritual, not just the likes of George, Cimon, Toby and Quash who held 
a distinct position among the enslaved. 
In the postbellum era, scholars like Lynn Rainville claim African Americans 
whose family members died before 1865 may have chosen to be buried next to family on 
a plantation’s burial grounds. This practice stopped a decade or two after 
emancipation.16 While that may be generally true for plantation burial grounds, that was 
not the case at Drayton Hall. The same ten-acre burial ground shown on the Glover plat 
remained active until the 1960s.17 This was due to an African American community that 
                                                 
11 Joyner, Down by the Riverside. 138. 
12 This is based on a slave inventories dated c. 1800 that listed forty-three enslaved, as well as 
Charles Drayton I (1743-1820) Inventory dated 1820 that listed forty-two enslaved. 
13 Rainville, In Hidden History. 51-65.   
14 Joyner, Down by the Riverside. 138. 
15 Joyner, Down by the Riverside. 139; Rainville, In Hidden History. 51-65.   
16 Rainville, In Hidden History. 51-65.   
17 A map dated 1992 indicates there were two burials in the 1920s, two in the 1950s and one in 
the 1960s. African-American Cemetery Map, Drayton Hall, April - May 1992, provided by curators 
of Drayton Hall. 
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continued to occupy a piece of Drayton Hall’s land long after Emancipation. This small 
community, rooted in the establishment of Drayton Hall in 1738, remained on the 
property post-Civil War and into the twentieth century. The community started to decline 
in the 1940s with the last resident leaving in the 1960s. Few burials were documented in 
the 1900s. However, it is clear the African American community continued burials when 
needed. Richmond Bowens (1908-1998), was raised at Drayton Hall and recounted the 
passing of his father Richmond Sr. in 1920. He recalled community members would 
leave grave offerings. In the case of Richmond Sr., a barber, a shaving mug and brush 
as well as other barber tools were left at his grave.18                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
Post-1960s, the burial grounds became inactive. Mr. Bowens and his wife Velma 
are the only interred at the African American Cemetery since the 1960s19 (Figure 1.3). 
The cemetery is a physical reminder of the enslaved and African American communities. 
The burial grounds were exclusively 
for their use, and an important “focal 
point to black culture” – funerals and 
connecting with ancestors.20 Despite 
the cemetery being tucked away, 
largely unnoticed, the African 
American community made significant 
impacts to Drayton Hall’s landscape 
beyond the ten-acre burial ground. 
 
                                                 
18 Bowens, Richmond. Interview by George Neil, George McDaniel and John Kidder. “Grounds 
Walk with Richmond Bowens.” Drayton Hall, April 21, 1990. 
19 Richmond Bowens was interred 1998 and wife Velma in 2016. 
20 Joyner, Down by the Riverside. 138. 
Figure 1.3. Grave marker for Richmond and 
Velma Bowens. 
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Shifting Landscapes 
The area of the burial grounds was occupied by Drayton Hall’s African American 
community for over 220 years. First as enslaved, then freed laborers and finally tenants, 
the community was never far from the burial grounds. The compact settlement illustrated 
in the Glover plat was likely within the bounds of the ten-acre burial grounds. The 
settlement provided housing, yards and gardens, and community resources, all 
overseen by a driver. Housing was surrounded by open space – a pasture and poultry 
grounds.21  The subsequent postbellum community arrangement was not identified until 
a U.S Coast and Geodetic Survey map was published in 1900. In contrast, housing was 
spread out allowing families individual space. Several dwellings remained in the area of 
the burial grounds. By 1900, the African American community had been participating in 
phosphate mining at Drayton Hall for over thirty years. They witnessed the effects mining 
had on the landscape. Their community remained unaffected by the mining happening to 
the north of where they lived. The African American tenants remained on the property in 
the same location in the post-mining era, the arrangement of their community 
unchanged. Starting in the 1920s, families slowly left the property. The last of the 
tenants leaving in the 1960s. The response was a gradual infill of trees of once occupied 
land. In many ways, the extensive green landscape seen today is a reflection of the 
African American community’s departure from Drayton Hall after 220 years.  
The goal of this study is to gain a better understanding of how the settlements of 
the enslaved and African American communities evolved and how those shifts impacted 
Drayton Hall’s landscape. To evaluate the progression chronologically, this study was 
organized into three significant time periods in the property’s history – 
                                                 
21 Ink plat of Drayton Hall, undated. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 13, Folder 5. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
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colonial/antebellum, emancipation and phosphate mining, and post-mining. Three 
consistent themes, including spatial arrangement, population, and housing, work to 
focus in on contributing factors that led to the evolving community and landscape. 
Spatial arrangement allows for a broader look at landscape impacts. Where was the 
settlement established? Why was it located there? What did it look like? How did it 
evolve over time and transition from one phase of the property’s history to the next? 
Population provides insight into the approximate number of people living on the property 
at any given time. How did population influence settlement organization? What were 
causes of a fluctuating population? Housing also offers understanding into approximate 
number of African American community members on the property. How does housing 
reflect the population? Was housing provided typical of the time period? How much 
space was provided? These three areas of focus help to piece together an 
understanding of community evolution of Drayton Hall’s enslaved and African American 
communities.  
 
Methodology 
This thesis relies heavily on archival and cartographic research. This includes 
reviewing historic documents such as journals, letters and plantation books from the 
Drayton family. Documentation left by Charles Drayton I (1743-1820) was the starting 
point for much of this research. Charles kept copious diaries and plantation records 
during his occupation of Drayton Hall (1784-1820). The Glover plat, also associated with 
Charles’ tenure, provided a wealth of information on what the property’s landscape 
looked like in the late 1700s. The plat became the base for mapping analysis. The value 
 8 
in Charles’ papers was verifying his notes with subsequent records in regards to tracing 
the African American community and their place in the plantation’s landscape.   
Archival research was conducted by reviewing the Drayton Papers (1701 - 2004). 
The Drayton Papers are housed in the South Carolina Historical Society (SCHS) 
archives which is located at the College of Charleston’s Addlestone Library. Many of the 
documents have also been digitized on Lowcountry Digital Library which is a faction of 
SCHS.22 In addition to reviewing Charles’ records, a focus was placed on documents 
relating to the enslaved community at Drayton Hall - where and how they lived, who 
were the community members, and what were their responsibilities on the plantation. 
These documents were reviewed keeping in mind they assume the perspective of 
Drayton family members. Research began with reading through the Inventory of the 
Drayton Papers and identifying documents that did not pertain to the necessary 
research, followed by prioritizing documents 
to be reviewed. 
The types of papers found within the 
collection include Charles Drayton’s diaries 
(1777-1820), family letters (1721-1902), 
plantation affairs and books (1760s-1860s), 
slave inventories, plats (1755-1980s), and 
photographs and slides (1879-1975).23 
Charles kept a series of diaries that 
                                                 
22 Some documents and transcriptions were provided by curators of Drayton Hall, including the 
transcribed version of Charles Drayton’s journals, slave inventories, and plats. 
23 Additional documents include architectural drawings, genealogical notes and newspaper 
clippings. Inventory of the Drayton Papers, 1701-2004. Accessed November 03, 2018. 
http://archives.library.cofc.edu/findingaids/mss0152.html. 
Figure 1.4. An example of Charles’ diary. 
This entry is from February 1798. 
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spanned over forty years. On several occasions he wrote about the enslaved 
community, from discussing their occupations to the construction of new slave dwellings 
in the early 1800s (Figure 1.4). The plantation books, maintained by Charles and 
successive property owners discussed plantation organization and operations. 
Correspondences provided bits of information; such as names of enslaved. Another 
important resource contained within the collection were the slave inventories. The 
purpose of reviewing these lists was to develop a population timeline of number of 
enslaved living at Drayton Hall. To research the postbellum African American population 
at Drayton Hall, U.S. Census records starting in 1860 were studied. While the types of 
documents vary, together they piece a larger picture together. Each type of document 
offers a different perspective to the story. 
Existing oral histories were also reviewed to help confirm information presented 
in other records. The importance in the oral histories was reading and listening to 
firsthand accounts from African American community members that lived at Drayton 
Hall. Two sources of oral histories were reviewed. The first was interviews with 
Richmond Bowens (1908-1998) which took place in the 1980s and 90s.24  The 
importance of these interviews is that Mr. Bowens, a descendant of Drayton Hall’s 
enslaved, was raised on the property. Born in the early 1900s he witnessed as a child 
the ending days of phosphate mining and saw the decline in number of families on the 
property before he left in the 1940s. He also discussed the cemetery and death of his 
father who was buried at Drayton Hall. The second source was 2012 Drayton Hall Wood 
Family Fellow Toni Carrier’s Things Seen and Unseen: Looking Anew at the Postbellum 
                                                 
24 Recordings of the Richmond Bowens interviews are currently on file at Drayton Hall. Audio files 
and written records were provided by curators of Drayton Hall.  
 10 
African American Community at Drayton Hall.25 Carrier compiled her data through 
research and a series of interviews with eleven descendants of Drayton Hall’s African 
American community. Overarching discussions included the topics of self-sufficiency and 
helping others in the community.26 The research from this source was crucial to 
understanding population and family connections in the postbellum era.  
As mentioned, the Drayton Papers also contain maps dating from 1755 to 1983. 
Historic maps offered insight for how the overall property was organized, ultimately a 
base map for how the property evolved. For a better understanding of spatial 
organization and housing in the postbellum period until the 1960s, an online mapping 
database was utilized. U.S Geological Survey’s (USGS) online mapping resource, 
topoview, has a series of topographic maps of the Charleston area, including Drayton 
Hall, dating from 1919 to 1958. The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
(NOAA) also has an online historic map collection.27 The maps identified arrangement of 
tenant housing, location of formal and informal roads, and other important landscape 
features. 
                                                 
25 While review of oral histories will be the main use of this document, the report also contains 
important information about the African American Cemetery including who may be buried at 
cemetery in unmarked graves. 
26 One example of useful information includes the discussion of helping the larger community by 
way of sharing garden produce. Toni Carrier, Things Seen and Unseen: Looking Anew at the 
Post-Civil War African American Community at Drayton Hall, Wood Family Fellowship 
(Charleston: Drayton Hall, 2012). 11.  
27 "Two Geographic Search Options:" Coast Survey's Historical Map & Chart Collection. 
Accessed November 03, 2018. https://historicalcharts.noaa.gov/search. 
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As part of the mapping analysis, a walking survey was completed for the African 
American Cemetery and one remaining postbellum tenant house that currently sits as a 
ruin (Figure 1.5). The purpose of the survey was to document what exists today. It also 
provided the chance to 
record any visible 
anomalies in the 
landscape to be 
compared with historic 
maps. In the 1990s, 
surveys were 
completed for both 
sites. A map of the 
cemetery was created 
in 1992 showing the 
general boundaries of the cemetery as well as noting where grave depressions were 
located and if there was a grave marker.28 The tenant housing ruin is located to the 
south of Macbeth Road, a dirt road that runs parallel to Ashley River Road and 
perpendicular to the main Drayton Hall entrance road.29 Surveys of various tenant 
housing remnants were conducted in 1998 by William Judd. The documents contain 
                                                 
28 African-American Cemetery Map, Drayton Hall, April - May 1992, provided by curators of 
Drayton Hall. 
29 The ruins are approximately 350 yards down Macbeth Road and 80 yards south off the road.  
Figure 1.5. Image of tenant house ruin located off Macbeth Road. 
 12 
background information, approximate drawings of each site and theories on type of 
housing.30 The past surveying work was used as a starting point in surveying for this 
study. An Esri ArcGIS surveying mobile device app was utilized for surveying. Esri is the 
company that distributes ArcGIS, software dedicated to digital mapping and spatial 
analysis. The program’s data collection and 
management resources was employed for 
this surveying.31  There are several mobile 
device apps through ArcGIS that allow for 
documenting buildings and landscapes. 
The Collector app was chosen for 
documenting the cemetery and tenant 
housing remnant. Using the Collector app 
allowed for a survey to be created and 
tailored to meet the needs of what was 
being surveyed. The survey was conducted 
using a mobile device in the field and 
edited on the phone or by logging into a 
computer desktop version (Figure 1.6).32 In 
addition to being able to mark locations of 
burials, housing ruins and landscape anomalies, the app was used to live stream the 
path taken during the survey process. The walking path data set became equally useful 
                                                 
30 William R. Judd, A Report on the Ruins of the Dennis, Washington and Nanny Notes 
Housesites, unpublished report (Charleston: Drayton Hall, 1998). 
31 "About ArcGIS." Mapping & Analytics Platform. Accessed October 27, 2018. 
https://www.esri.com/en-us/arcgis/about-arcgis/overview. 
32 "Collector for ArcGIS." Collector for ArcGIS - Collect & Update Data in the Field | Esri. 
Accessed October 27, 2018. https://www.esri.com/en-us/arcgis/products/collector-for-arcgis. 
Figure 1.6. Image of the survey using the 
Collector app. The blue dots are data 
points and purple lines represent the 
walking path while surveying.  
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during the mapping analysis process. For more precision, a hand held GPS unit, the 
Geo 7, was used with the Collector App.33 
The map review, and surveying, allowed for a thorough cartographic analysis. 
Maps were evaluated individually and utilized in creating overlays. There were several 
components to mapping analysis including georeferencing historic maps and aerial 
photography, creating shapefiles based on historic maps and employing the surveying 
data.34 The purpose of incorporating mapping was to create overlays, meaning digital 
maps layered on top of one another. Map overlays were helpful in identifying spatial 
patterns. This was key in understanding the evolution of change over time. All mapping 
was completed using ArcGIS’s digital mapping program ArcMap.35 To illustrate how 
historic maps overlay with current aerial imagery of Drayton Hall, all maps were 
georeferenced. The process of georeferencing included importing a historic map, or an 
aerial photograph, into ArcMap and assigning the image map coordinates matching 
those of the base aerial. Once map coordinates were given to the map or photograph it 
overlaid the aerial facing true north.36  Shapefiles were also created using historic maps. 
A shapefile is a “data storage format for storing the location, shape, and attributes of 
geographic features” and is how the data is saved and uploaded into ArcMap.37 In some 
                                                 
33 Site visits and surveying was completed with the assistance of Cameron Moon, Assistant 
Curator of Historic Architectural Resources at Drayton Hall. 
34 Aerial photography was provided by curators of Drayton Hall as well as found on University of 
South Carolina’s digital library. "South Carolina Aerial Photograph Indexes, 1937–1989 – Digital 
Collections." Digital Collections. Accessed January 20, 2019. 
https://digital.library.sc.edu/collections/south-carolina-aerial-photograph-indexes-1937-1989/. 
35 ArcGIS’s ArcMap 10.6.1 is the version used for all mapping. Current aerial imagery used in 
ArcGIS was obtained through ArcMap’s online database.  
36 "Help." Fundamentals of Georeferencing a Raster Dataset-Help | ArcGIS for Desktop. 
Accessed October 27, 2018. http://desktop.arcgis.com/en/arcmap/10.3/manage-data/raster-and-
images/fundamentals-for-georeferencing-a-raster-dataset.htm. 
37 "Shapefiles." Shapefiles-ArcGIS Online Help | ArcGIS. Accessed November 03, 2018. 
https://doc.arcgis.com/en/arcgis-online/reference/shapefiles.htm. 
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cases, shapefiles were incorporated with the georeferenced maps to better illustrate the 
evolution of the enslaved and African American communities. 
Through these methods of research and analysis, the impact Drayton Hall’s 
enslaved and African American communities had on the landscape would become more 
clear. It was the enslaved, emancipated laborers, and the post-mining families that each 
made their own physical mark on Drayton Hall’s landscape. In a small settlement the 
enslaved lived on the property for over 100 years. In the postbellum era, freed African 
Americans established themselves on the property, likely in the same location they had 
lived while bonded. In the shift from working on a plantation to the industrial site of 
phosphate mining, the African American community continued to maintain the property 
tending to the grounds and main house. In the post-mining era, the community continued 
as they had in the previous decades. They remained on the property post-mining for 
another fifty years. The last resident would finally leave in the 1960s. There are still 
many unanswered questions, but the influence the enslaved and African American 
communities had on Drayton Hall’s landscape is clear, having reached far beyond a ten-
acre burial ground.  
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CHAPTER TWO 
COLONIAL/ANTEBELLUM: 1738-1865 
 
In 1738 John Drayton (1715-1779) began construction of his residence, a stately 
brick mansion - the first Palladian building in North America. Taking advantage of 
location along the Ashley River, the house was positioned for land and river views. The 
enslaved completed construction of Drayton Hall by 1750. John resided at Drayton Hall 
until his death in 1779.38 Few records of John’s life and business dealings survive. 
However, of those documents, references were made to the enslaved community, 
including those who lived at Drayton Hall. In 1767, John wrote an explanation of his will 
laying out how he determined what he would leave to each child. He provided sons Glen 
(1752-1796) and Thomas (1758-1825) their selection of the first thirty-five of his slaves 
with the remainder being divided between the two brothers and their older half-brother 
Charles (1743-1820). William Henry (1742-1779), John’s oldest son, was provided 
twenty enslaved. With many enslaved having the same name, in one instance John 
specified, “wench Rachel (daughter of old beck, phillises sister, that is dead) belong to 
the south plantation called ocean is the same identical wench [illegible] my son Willim 
Hen and it is she I have given him in my will.”39 The mention of a south plantation infers 
the slaves John was providing to his sons were from different plantations. In 1774 John 
received a bond for the balance of purchasing 104 enslaved.40 There were no additional 
details beyond the total number of enslaved. The year before John’s death, a list dated 
November 26, 1778 was made accounting for yardage of cloth provided to each of the 
                                                 
38 Drayton Family Tree, provided by curators of Drayton Hall. 
39 Genealogical and estate notes by John Drayton, 1767 April 8. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 
2, Folder 2. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
40 Account book, John Drayton, 1768-1779. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 3, Folder 1. Drayton 
Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
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enslaved to make their clothing. The list enumerated twenty-two men, women and 
children.41 The list suggested a minimum of twenty-two slaves lived on the property prior 
to John’s death. 
John’s records made no mention as to where the enslaved lived on the property 
– the main house or separate dwellings. Only assumptions can be made based on 
common practice in the early eighteenth century Lowcountry. Scholars, such as Ed 
Chappell, have made the case that separate dwellings were more characteristic of the 
“countryside” where plantations required a larger laborer force, and thus more 
accommodations necessary. He also points to the planter’s wealth as one of many 
reasons influencing housing.42  Other scholars, including Philip Morgan, have suggested 
early 1700s slave dwellings were commonly constructed of mud wall, tabby wall, 
palmetto thatch or wattle-and-daub.43 With these considerations, and knowing there 
were at least twenty-two enslaved at Drayton Hall, it is likely they lived in separate 
dwellings. John’s wealth would have allowed him to construct separate dwellings if 
desired.  
Conclusions about the enslaved community during John’s tenure of Drayton Hall 
is largely based on assumption. Despite that fact, the few records provide glimpses. 
Inferences focus mainly on number of enslaved which is important to understanding 
evolution. It was the copious documentation maintained by the succeeding property 
owner that provided more definitive information about the enslaved community. Charles 
                                                 
41 “1778 Nov. 26 gave out Cloth to the Negroes for their Cloaths,” provided by curators of Drayton 
Hall. 
42 Cary Carson and Carl R. Lounsbury. The Chesapeake House: Architectural Investigation by 
Colonial Williamsburg (Chapel Hill: Published in Association with The Colonial Williamsburg 
Foundation by The University of North Carolina Press, 2013), 156.  
43 Philip D. Morgan, Slave Counterpoint: Black Culture in the Eighteenth-century Chesapeake and 
Lowcountry (Chapel Hill: Univ. of North Carolina Press, 1999), 110. 
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Drayton I, John’s son, kept journals, plantation books and documented the plantation 
during his thirty-six-year occupation of Drayton Hall.44 It is the era of Charles where the 
intersecting story of the enslaved community and Drayton Hall’s landscape begins.   
 
The Glover Plat & Charles’ Diaries 
Among Charles Drayton I (1743-1820) records, two important documents provide 
insight into Drayton Hall’s enslaved. The first document is the Glover plat, a two-sided 
plat attributed to Charles dated c. 1790 by the curators at Drayton Hall.45 The front 
shows the plantation subdivided into numerous fields. The reverse side provides a 
settlement plan layout for Drayton’s enslaved community. The second document is a 
series of personal diaries Charles kept from the time he acquired Drayton Hall in 1784 
until his death in 1820.46 These two documents are the starting point to understanding 
the enslaved community at Drayton Hall – where was their settlement located, what did it 
look like, and how did it fit into the larger plantation landscape. The first step is 
interpreting information the plat and diaries provided.   
                                                 
44 Rebecca Perry Drayton (1759-1840), John’s fourth wife, was given Drayton Hall upon John’s 
death as set forth in his will. She held the property from 1779 until 1784 when purchased by 
Charles. John Drayton (1766-1822), William Henry’s son and Charles’ nephew, challenged his 
ownership of the property, which was eventually settled in Charles’ favor. Drayton Family Tree, 
provided by curators of Drayton Hall. 
45 It should be noted that the plat has no title or date. For the purpose of this research, the plat will 
be referred to as the Glover plat after the creator of the map. Curators at Drayton Hall argue the 
c. 1790 date. The plat depicts the privy which is currently interpreted as having a construction 
date of 1790. There is disagreement on the date of the construction, some believing the high style 
of the privy is more indicative of John Drayton. For the purpose of this research, the plat will 
maintain the c. 1790 date. 
46 From Charles’ perspective, it is unknown what was happening on the plantation between 1787 
and 1790. There are no surviving diaries during that time period. 
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The Glover plat offers a visual representation of how the property was organized. 
One side of the plat bears the name Joseph Glover, Esq. written along the main avenue 
that led from the highway to the main house. It can be argued that Glover was the author 
of the plat. The name Joseph Glover 
appears in historic newspapers on 
several occasions in the 1780s and 
90s (Appendix A). There are minimal 
references to his professional work. 
However, there are several mentions 
of property owned by Glover being 
seized and sold at sheriff’s sale.47 A death announcement for a Joseph Glover, Esq. 
appeared in the Charleston Courier, on April 11, 1806 (Figure 2.1). It stated Glover died 
on April 8 at his plantation in the Colleton District.48 Assuming this is the same Joseph 
Glover, Esq. that drew the plat, the map would date no later than 1806. It should also be 
noted that the name Joseph Glover does not appear in any of Charles’ diary entries.  
On the front side of the plat, with Glover’s signature, there are identifiable 
features such as High Road, today’s Ashley River Road, the avenue leading to the main 
house (1750) and flankers (c. 1750), as well as a privy (c. 1790), garden house (1747), 
and elaborate gardens on the river side of the property (Figure 2.2). Between High Road 
and the main house the plat shows the plantation subdivided into eleven fields each 
                                                 
47 From 1791 to 1795, property owned by a Joseph Glover was being sold at sheriff’s sales. 
Property included the physical land as well as enslaved. It is difficult to determine if the property 
was owned by Glover or his father whom he shared the same name. It appears Joseph Glover 
Senior died in 1783. It could have been his property holdings being sold after his death, however, 
the sales do not note Glover is deceased. See Appendix A: Joseph Glover.  
48 Due to the quality of the announcement it is difficult to read some of the text. It appears Glover 
was fifty-two or sixty-two at the time of his death as a result of falling off his horse. Charleston 
Courier. April 11, 1806. 
Figure 2.1. Death notice for Joseph Glover, 1806. 
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labeled with a name and its acreage.49 To the west of the main avenue is Spring Field 
(twelve acres), Cedar Hill (twelve acres), an area designated as Woods and Sand Field 
(twelve acres). To the east, between the avenue and the first Bank, a man-made 
landscape feature, that runs parallel to the main avenue, is Sam B. (field) (twenty-six 
acres), Calf Pasture (seven acres), Joe Field (thirteen acres), Oak Walk F(ield) (nine 
acres), BG Field (ten acres) and an area designated as Woods.50 Between the first and 
second Banks is a forty-six acre field whose name is illegible, several more Woods, and 
two fields named Stanyarn (fifty-two acres).51 The back side of the plat provides a 
settlement plan for the enslaved. The settlement included housing which is defined by a 
series of numbers, two specific areas labeled “Negroe Home Yard” and “Negroe 
Gardens,” as well as separate house site for the Driver, presumably the plantation’s 
overseer, and additional shared community resources including a well and potato cellar. 
There was also a large Pasture and Poultry Ground (Figure 2.3). The plat provides key 
pieces of information. Ideas to location of the settlement for the enslaved, spatial 
arrangement of the settlement, indications of population size, and dimensions of 
dwellings and yard spaces can all be derived through plat review and interpretation. This 
information allowed for insight into how much land area was provided for the enslaved, 
how the land was utilized, and what impacts it had on Drayton Hall’s overall landscape.  
 
                                                 
49 The plat provides no scale. The fields as drawn are generally scaled, the nine and ten acre 
fields are clearly smaller than the fields with more acreage. 
50 Leland Ferguson describes a “bank,” as they were referred to at the time, as earthen dikes 
constructed by enslaved that were “taller than a person and up to 15 feet wide.” Leland G. 
Ferguson, Uncommon Ground: Archaeology and Early African America, 1650-1800 (Washington: 
Smithsonian Institution Press, 1992), xxiv. 
51 It is difficult to read the section of the plat that notes Stanyarn, however, there are references to 
big and little Stanyarn fields in plantation records. The Glover plat may be depicting the two fields 
with a dashed line. It should be noted that the list of figures written at bottom of plat correspond 
with acreage of fields as shown with the exception of the last number - eleven acres. 
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Figure 2.2. Glover plat (c. 1790) showing the subdivision of Drayton Hall and Glover’s 
signature written along the main avenue. 
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Figure 2.3. Reverse side of the Glover plat (c. 1790) showing the settlement arrangement for 
the enslaved. 
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Several of Charles’ diary entries confirm the fields depicted on the Glover plat. 
He wrote on a number of occasions about Spring Field and Stanyarn.52 The diaries 
acted as a summary of daily activity at Drayton Hall, as well as his other plantations, 
recording the weather and notes on personal events. The entries are, for the most part, 
succinct and point to what Charles clearly felt was of importance to note. Recordings 
about the enslaved were written in the same manner as other entries – short and to the 
point. In some cases, Charles addressed the enslaved by name or profession. In other 
entries, he used the collective such as “labourers.”53 He frequently discussed the work 
he assigned them. He also mentioned changes in their diet throughout the year. Any 
mention of the enslaved is important to understanding the make-up of the enslaved 
population. Other records can verify the names of enslaved people on the property 
during Charles’ time. The diaries also provide an idea of what work each enslaved 
person was assigned, and how their labor impacted the plantation’s landscape, not just 
the settlement. Of particular interest is Charles’ accounts of the “new range” of housing 
for the enslaved constructed in 1804.54 The details in his entries provide vital information 
as to who built the dwellings and how they were built.  
 
 
 
 
                                                 
52 An example includes an April 19, 1791 entry. Charles wrote, “Streaked. Stanyarn fields for 
planting corn. Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1791-1798. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 3. 
Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
53 An example includes a March 18, 1799 entry. Charles wrote, “Begin with 11. Labourers to 
repair the Eastermost bank of the East lake at D.h…” Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1799-1805. 
Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 4. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston 
Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
54 Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1799-1805. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 4. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
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Spatial Arrangement 
No written descriptions have identified the location of the settlement for the 
enslaved at Drayton Hall. The Glover plat provides clues as to where it may have been 
located. Shown on the plantation plan, there is a ten-acre area labeled “BG Field” 
(Figure 2.4). This particular field is located on the east side of the main avenue. A 
wooded area separated the BG Field from High Road. Charles made no mention of a 
BG Field in his diaries. 
There is a reference to a 
“B. ground, No. 6, 7 ½ 
acres” in an undated 
Inventory of Fields.55 There 
is another reference, 
handwritten notes in an 
1850 Miller’s Almanac, 
noting the “Burying 
Grounds Woods” adjacent 
to Oak Walk.56 When 
overlaying the Glover plat 
with a current aerial of the 
property, the position of the 
BG Field is in the 
                                                 
55 Inventory of fields at Drayton Hall[?]. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 3, Folder 28. Drayton 
Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
56 The name Charles Drayton is written on the cover of the almanac. This would be Charles 
Drayton, III (1814-1852). The Glover plat shows Oak Walk being adjacent to the north of the BG 
Field.  
Figure 2.4. Glover plat overlaid on a current aerial of Drayton 
Hall. The plat is an interpretation of the plantation with some 
features, such as the main house and flankers, not drawn to 
scale. The overlay is therefore an approximation.  
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approximate location of the existing cemetery (Figure 2.5). Based on documentation, it is 
reasonable to assume BG Field is an abbreviation for burying grounds. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Could the burying grounds have also once acted as the location for the slave 
settlement? There is no evidence that provides a definitive answer, but it could be that 
all land associated with the enslaved society was confined to that one area. Ten-acres 
was a large plot for the sole purpose of a cemetery. It could have provided space for 
housing, the Pasture, and Poultry Ground. It should be noted there is no indication of the 
cemetery on the settlement plan. Scholars have suggested, during this time masters 
Figure 2.5. The BG Field aligns with the existing African American 
Cemetery. As explained, alignment is approximate. The 
congregated points (white arrow) represent grave markers and 
depressions documented in January 2019. 
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preferred housing for the enslaved to be separated from the main house.57 In the 
Lowcountry, it was not uncommon for the settlement to be 200 or more yards away from 
the main structure. If the settlement were at a distance, an overseer would be within 
close proximity.58 At Drayton Hall the BG Field is approximately 800 yards from the main 
house (Figure 2.6). As shown on the settlement plan, there was a home site for the 
driver, a position to that of the 
overseer. Scholars have argued 
reasons for placing the community far 
from the main house. Philip Morgan 
suggests that placement was in 
response to reducing illness and the 
right to privacy. Some plantation 
owners felt overcrowded housing 
contributed to the spread of illness 
among the enslaved. More space 
would reduce that opportunity.59 With 
distance, the master could also be less 
concerned about any suspected 
illnesses carried by the enslaved 
affecting themselves as well as their 
family. As a physician, Charles kept 
medical journals dating from 1777 to 
                                                 
57 Morgan, Slave Counterpoint. 113. 
58 Morgan, Slave Counterpoint. 120. 
59 Morgan, Slave Counterpoint. 113. 
Figure 2.6. Highlighted in blue is the main house 
with a 200-foot buffer shown in red. The BG 
Field is well outside the buffer. 
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1781. It is known that he treated enslaved at Drayton Hall as well as those on other 
plantations.60 Having a medical background, this may have contributed to Charles’ 
decision in where to place the settlement.  
The right to privacy is a plausible explanation for placement as well. Evidence 
from other plantations indicated masters provided a certain amount of deference to the 
happenings within the walls of a slave dwelling. It is important to point out this was a 
regard for residences, not the settlement as a whole. At some plantations, the enslaved 
were provided locks for their houses to protect personal belongings. For example, at 
Christ Church Parish in South Carolina, church officials suggested the proposed slave 
dwellings included padlocks.61 While there is no evidence that locks were provided to the 
enslaved at Drayton Hall for their dwellings, there are inferences that Charles accepted 
the right to privacy for the enslaved at Drayton Hall.62 The location of the settlement, if 
located within the BG Field, was a significant distance from the main house, suggesting 
he had a preference for separation from his slaves’ living quarters. The driver’s house, 
located within the settlement, provided oversight. The use of a driver allowed Charles to 
instill strict management practices through other people. He was able to surveille the 
settlement without being the person undertaking the observing. Charles also wrote about 
the position of a watchman whose responsibility was “to allow none to walk through 
                                                 
60 On two occasions Charles treated a person named Seaboy who suffered from asthma. While 
the name Seaboy does not appear on any lists of enslaved living at Drayton Hall, he is mentioned 
a number of times in Charles’ journals in the 1790s. Medical journal, Charles Drayton I, 1777-
1781. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 10. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of 
Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
61 Morgan, Slave Counterpoint. 113. 
62 The only references to padlocks were Charles providing George, his servant, a padlock on 
November 18, 1795 for the potato cellar. He also noted in the diary entry padlocks were on the 
pigeon house, wood cellar, potato house, and poultry house. The use of padlocks appears to 
align more with securing community resources for the plantation and possibly the enslaved. 62 
Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1791-1798. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 3. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
 27 
settlement after bed time.” It is interesting that Charles ranks the watchman before the 
driver, which is followed by the foreman.63 There is no direct indication in the Glover plat 
settlement plan the watchman had a separate dwelling like the driver. 
The only feature on the settlement layout relating to its adjacent surroundings is 
a notation of “Road” written at one end of the garden area. The BG Field was bordered 
by two roads. The main avenue was to the west of the field. A “Road” was to the north of 
the field. This is perhaps current day Macbeth Road. On the far side of the settlement 
plan, there was a double line which could indicate a road. However, this could also be a 
representation of a fence line.  
Evaluating Glover’s symbols and notations on the plantation plan, it appears 
there is a hierarchy in roads. The main avenue leading to the house is shown as a 
double line.64 Any other road is designated with a single line with the label “Road” 
stretched across the length. This implies these roads were “informal” roads, perhaps not 
a cleared road like the main avenue. This hierarchy could have been applied to the 
settlement plan as well – the double line to the west of the field indicating the main 
avenue intersecting the “Road,” as shown on the plantation plan. The one discrepancy is 
the double line in front of the home yard of the enslaved. Again this could be a fence 
line. There were references to a pasture bridge in later plantation records. The double 
line could signify a pathway that tied into that bridge. Working with the theory the 
settlement was located within the BG Field, possibly located at the intersection of the 
main avenue and Road, the settlement fits well within the area and north of the burials. 
                                                 
63 “Plantation Rules,” before 1820. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 3, Folder 12. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
64 “High Road,” current day Ashley River Road, is shown as a double line. “Lane Road,” which is 
parallel to the main avenue on the far west side of the property is also shown as a double line. 
This may have also been a more “formal” road used by horse and carriage oppose to a walking 
path.  
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To calculate the approximate size of the settlement, dimensions of the Driver’s house 
were used as a scale. Among the series of numbers written on the settlement plan, the 
references to sixteen and twenty are likely the dimensions of the dwelling. Using the 
scale of the house, it was determined the length of the settlement, from main avenue to 
backline of gardens, was approximately 500 feet. The width was approximately 430 feet 
from the “Road” to the parallel line (Figure 2.7). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2.7. Glover settlement plan overlaid with the plantation plan. The 
settlement is shown within the BG Field and scaled approximately 500 
feet by 430 feet. An arrow points to the intersection of the two roads.  
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The Glover plat provides information regarding land uses and, more important, a 
spatial arrangement. The settlement contained housing, space for growing provisions, 
and community resources. Based on the map, the settlement was a well-defined space 
bordered by roads and fences. The drawing showed housing and yard areas flanked in-
between a Pasture and Poultry Ground. Housing clearly noted “Negroe Home Yard” and 
“Negroe Gardens.” It can be assumed the dwellings were located between these two 
yard spaces. Number of houses, dimensions and construction, and yards is addressed 
in subsequent sections. Settlements within the Lowcountry have been described as 
“compoundlike” including “lines of cabins with yards backing onto one another or 
grouped together around something like a farm-yard – reminiscent of African (West 
Indian) settlements.”65 This portrayal is reminiscent of what is drawn in the Drayton Hall 
settlement plan containing the 
row of housing located around 
“farm-yard” space. In addition 
to the slave dwellings was the 
house site for the driver. The 
house labeled “Driver” was 
positioned within the Pasture 
area at a distance from the 
other houses (Figure 2.8). As 
referenced, this was a way to 
ensure surveillance without the 
plantation owner needing to be 
                                                 
65 Morgan, Slave Counterpoint. 118. 
Figure 2.8. The “compoundlike” settlement plan with 
“farm-yard” land uses. A driver’s house (blue arrow) site 
faced the row of slave dwellings. 
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the one participating in the surveilling. This house site had its own separate garden and 
yard space, and was located within proximity to the settlement resources including the 
potato cellar and well. Also contributing to the communal resources was an area that 
appears to read “cattle shed 500 feet long.”  
There are few references to the settlement arrangement after 1804. An 1844 
Plantation Book, attributed to Charles Drayton II (1785-1844), noted among the daily 
work completed on June 3, 1844, the “carpenters repaired Negro house pasture 
bridge.”66 While the Pasture is shown on the Glover plat, there are no labels that 
indicated there was a bridge. The plat may show a bridge, though not easily identifiable, 
or it could have been a later addition. Despite specifics about the bridge, the notation of 
the pasture is important. As a component of the settlement for the enslaved illustrated in 
the Glover plat, this may indicate that the settlement layout remained largely unchanged 
in the fifty years between the creation of the map and Charles II notes in 1844. 
Handwritten notes by Charles Drayton III (1814-1852) in an 1850 Miller’s Almanac 
referred to corn production at the “old negroe house.”67 It is difficult to say what is being 
referenced. Could “old house” be a reference to slave dwellings provided by Charles or 
John? Were there modifications to houses between 1804 and 1850? Also, to consider, 
the mention was of a single house. This could indicate that it was possibly the driver’s 
house, separate from the other dwellings, that was being repurposed. This could simply 
be a reference to a house occupied for enslaved who were elderly or disabled. Few 
                                                 
66 There are additional references to repairing the poultry yard fence and house, but the writing is 
illegible to determine the reference to the house. “Plantation Book, Drayton Hall,” January – June 
1844. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 4, Folder 2. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of 
Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
67 Charles Drayton MD is written at the top of the almanac. This is probably Charles III (1814-
1852), one of the property owners in the 1850s. Millers Almanac, 1850. Drayton Papers 
Collection. Box 4, Folder 5. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, 
Charleston, SC. 
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records could indicate changes were minimal and not worth noting to the extent Charles 
did with the Glover plat.  
 
Population 
Along with his diaries, several of Charles’ plantation records survived and 
provided insight into the number of enslaved on the property. The personal journals he 
kept named many of the enslaved, and in some cases helped to confirm the 
supplementary slave records of who was living on the property. Most of those named 
held a certain position, such as carpenter, bricklayer or house servant. As discussed, 
George, Cimon, Toby and Quash were among those mentioned. In September 1792 
Charles wrote about rationing provisions noting there were forty-four adults and nineteen 
children, exclusive of five carpenters and three boatmen. He does not specify which 
plantation he is referring to, however, in an entry a few days prior he states he had 
returned to Drayton Hall.68 It is not until c. 1800 that a complete list is available. Titled 
“Sent to Santee – those marked (v) are not sent,” the record named a total of thirty-five 
enslaved.69 Compared to the 1778 document from John Drayton that listed twenty-two 
people, that was an increase of thirteen enslaved over approximately twenty years. 
Interestingly, eighteen of the enslaved listed on the 1778 document also appear on the 
c. 1800 Santee list (Appendix B and C). From the surviving records of enslaved peoples 
at Drayton Hall, this is the first instance where almost all named in one list reappeared in 
a subsequent list. In this case, the same individuals were living at Drayton Hall 
                                                 
68 Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1791-1798. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 3. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
69 Multiple slave lists at Drayton plantations. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 3, Folder 27. Drayton 
Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
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approximately twenty years later. This also implies that those enslaved by the Drayton’s, 
at least the majority, stayed on the property for long durations of time.  
There is a second list, also dated c. 1800, providing a record of hands and half 
hands, meaning a count of laborers.70 The left column names fifty-seven enslaved while 
the right lists forty-three. Several names were repeated in both columns. This could be 
referring to the same person but could also simply be enslaved with the same name. 
The list in the right column includes all of the same names from the c. 1800 Santee list, 
with the addition of eight names. Five of those additional eight had the notation “house” 
written after their name. They may have been excluded from the previous list for being 
associated with the main house oppose to field laborers. The two columns together 
equate to 100 enslaved. It is likely the list that named forty-three enslaved were 
associated with Drayton Hall. The other fifty-seven may have been from Charles’ other 
plantations. The final list during Charles’ time on the property is the inventory after his 
passing in 1820. The inventory names forty-two enslaved.71 There are names that repeat 
themselves from the c. 1800 lists to 1820 (Appendix C). Again, it is difficult to determine 
if it is the same individual or an enslaved with the same name. 
During Charles time at Drayton Hall, the population kept to about thirty to forty 
enslaved. It was post-Charles that the population started to fluctuate. In 1822 the 
enslaved population increased to sixty-nine individuals.72 A few years later, c. 1828, a 
hand written note of “Taxes St. Andrews return” records 110 enslaved. An increase of 
                                                 
70 Multiple slave lists at Drayton plantations. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 3, Folder 27. Drayton 
Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
71 Charles Drayton Inventory, 1820, provided by curators of Drayton Hall. 
72 “List of Negroes Oct. 1822,” provided by curators of Drayton Hall. 
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forty-one within about six years.73 It should be noted there were no additional details, so 
this number could include enslaved at other plantations. At Charles II death in 1844, the 
enslaved numbered sixty-six.74 A second record, dated c. 1844, named forty-four 
enslaved. More than likely this list should be dated after Charles II death. Another major 
increase in population was c. 1853. The record enumerated ninety enslaved. This is the 
largest population that is known with more certainty to have lived at Drayton Hall. 
Interestingly, the list noted twenty-six of the enslaved as sold. A few years later in 1858, 
another twenty-two are conveyed from Thomas (1828-1867) and John Drayton (1831-
1912) to James Drayton (1820-1867).75 
After 1858, the enslaved population appeared to have stayed at approximately 
thirty individuals. Three plantation records were compiled between 1850 and 1860. 
There are two nearly identical lists titled “DH List of Negro Cloths for Men, Women & 
Children, 1850-1860” and “DH List for Negro Cloths & Blankets, 1860.”76 The 1850 to 
1860 list also provided ages for the enslaved children. The third record was a tax return 
dated c. 1850. This list included names which matched with the other two lists. Ages for 
all enslaved were also notated. The 1860 U.S Census identified the enslaved at Drayton 
Hall by age, gender, and race.77 Even though the census did not provide names, the 
order of names, ages, and gender on the tax return aligns almost directly with the 
                                                 
73 “Prospectus of daily routine.” Drayton Papers Collection. Box 8, Folder 3. Drayton Hall, housed 
at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
74 Charles Drayton II Inventory, October 24, 1844. Carrier, Things Seen and Unseen. 53. 
75 It should be noted the inventory is not dated. The record within the Drayton Papers provides a 
date range of 1842 to 1865. The file was also provided by curators of Drayton Hall. They provided 
the record with a date of c. 1853. Inventory of slaves (90). Drayton Papers Collection. Box 3, 
Folder 29. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
76 “DH List of Negro Cloths for Men, Women & Children, 1850-1860” and “DH List for Negro 
Cloths & Blankets, 1860.” Files provided by curators of Drayton Hall. 
77 “Schedule 2-Slave Inhabitants in Saint Andrews in the County of Charleston State of South 
Carolina, enumerated by me, on the __ day of July, 1860.” U.S Census, provided by curators of 
Drayton Hall.  
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census record. Conformity of the two lists suggests the tax return has a date closer to 
1860 than 1850.78 
The number of enslaved that lived at Drayton Hall is interesting to trace because 
there appears to be a number of major increases in population over time. With a steady 
population during Charles time, the number of enslaved after 1820 increased by a large 
margin at least two times. Many of these records are undated and have been provided a 
date range which skews numbers. However, it can be said with certainty that the 
population ranged at its smallest at thirty-two and largest at ninety enslaved. What 
makes this interesting is the ranges occurred between 1850 and 1860.  
 
Housing 
Thoughts about type of housing occupied by the enslaved can be made by 
reviewing the Glover plat and using Charles’ diaries. Both provide important details. As 
discussed above, the Glover plat showed a rendering of a settlement for the enslaved 
community and how it was arranged. In addition to the organization, there were several 
numbers that provide hints to dimensions of dwellings. Adding to the plat information are 
Charles’ diaries. He discussed, with detail, the construction of a “new range” of houses 
for the enslaved being built in 1804. 
The plat indicated two distinct housing areas within the settlement, the driver’s 
house site and the area where the enslaved lived in a row of dwellings. The driver’s 
                                                 
78 Despite one list dated 1850-1860 and the other c. 1850, it appears that all lists are from the late 
1850s and 1860. For example, included in the 1850-1860 list are Cloie’s children, eight-year-old 
Pendra, four-year-old Christina and Baby with no age associated. In the c. 1850 tax return there 
is a Pendra who is nine, Christina is five and Baby listed as one-year-old. In the 1860 Census 
there is also a nine-year-old, five-year-old and one-year-old female. It should also be noted that 
majority of ages between the lists are exactly the same with a few discrepancies. The differences 
in ages could be due to approximations if a birth date was unknown.  
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house was separated from the slave dwellings. The house site included the dwelling, 
garden, two yards and partitioned areas for hogs and sheep.79 Dimensions are not 
provided for the Driver’s dwelling. However, there are two indications to the number of 
slave dwellings. The first was a set of rectangles situated in a single row with the label 
“Negroe Gardens.” There were ten subdivided rectangles which signifies ten individual 
plots. A notation of “10” written at one end of the row of houses and gardens, where the 
road is labeled, confirms this. Following the label “10” were a series of numbers written 
in the space between the gardens and the area identified as “home yard.” The first row 
of numbers, those written along the rectangles, repeated the numbers “16” and “20.”80 
The numbers were consistently written in a manner that the “16” was in line with the 
center of the rectangle and the “20” written in line with the divisions between the 
rectangles. These numbers are likely referring to dimensions of the house. The size of 
slave dwellings varied overtime and within different regions. The progression during the 
eighteenth century was a decrease in overall size of the dwelling. Generally, housing 
went from dormitories to cabins, a mean of accommodating a large population within few 
dwellings to individual houses meant for a single family. In 1700 the average size of a 
slave dwelling was eighteen feet by twenty-four feet, in 1750 the average was sixteen 
feet by twenty-two feet, and 1800 it was twelve feet by sixteen feet.81 Scholars have 
noted that housing larger than fourteen to fifteen feet deep was intended for a larger 
                                                 
79 It is unclear if the hogs and sheep maintained within the Driver’s area is for the use of just the 
Driver or the entire settlement. 
80 There is one label between the ‘E’ and ‘NS’ of ‘GARDENS’ that appears to read “1610.”  
81 Clifton Ellis and Rebecca Ginsburg, Cabin, Quarter, Plantation: Architecture and Landscapes of 
North American Slavery (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2010), 164. 
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community of enslaved.82 The shifts in housing dimensions was gradual. The sixteen by 
twenty dwellings Charles provided were dimensions common in the mid-1700s.   
Based on Charles’ diaries, it is known with certainty in the early 1800s he 
ordered the construction of a “new range of negroe--houses at D.h.”83 In 1804, Charles 
had owned the plantation for twenty years.84 There could have been a need for new 
dwellings to be constructed due to deteriorating structures or the need for more housing 
to accommodate the enslaved population. There is no documentation regarding housing 
for the enslaved during the first twenty years of Charles’ ownership of the property. Due 
to the fact Charles never wrote about providing new housing for the enslaved after he 
acquired the property, it can be assumed the new housing in 1804 was an update to the 
living quarters provided by his father John. As discussed earlier, it is likely with a 
population ranging between twenty and forty, the enslaved were living in dwellings 
separate from the main house. Documentation of other plantations have noted ten 
framed houses could have accommodated between fifty and sixty enslaved.85 Charles’ 
diaries also noted in 1820 servants moved into the main house.86 He did not specify 
why, but could have been a result of needing more space for housing. 
Writings in 1804 about the construction of slave dwellings, Charles used three 
different terms. Included was “negroe houses” used twice, “barracks” used three times, 
                                                 
82 Carson, The Chesapeake House. 158. 
83 The first mentions of preparing for construction at Drayton Hall is in July and August of 1803 
when Charles states that his carpenters traveled to his Savanah and Jehosse plantations to 
collect lumber for Drayton Hall. It is unclear what the purpose of obtaining the lumber was 
specifically for, but he could have been collecting materials for the construction of the slave 
dwellings and barn. Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1799-1805. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, 
Folder 4. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC.  
84 Charles Drayton I acquired the property in 1784 after his father John Drayton’s death. 
85 Morgan, Slave Counterpoint. 110. 
86 Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1816-1820. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 9. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
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and “labourers tenements” used once.87 His interchangeable terminology provides some 
insight into the type of dwellings constructed. The use of “house” and “barrack” were 
similar in meaning as far as comparative dimensions. Other types of housing provided at 
that time included “quarters” which implied a larger building for a greater population 
versus cabin, a single-family dwelling. Barracks and house dimensions fit between 
quarters and cabins, but still housing a larger population.88 The term tenement in the 
later eighteenth century meant “land or any real property that is owned by one person 
and occupied or rented by another.”89 The use of this phrasing is more than likely just an 
alternative to house or barracks. Charles on several occasions also refered to the 
collective of enslaved as “labourers.” It can be inferred that housing provided by Charles 
was meant to house a large number of enslaved based on the use of barracks. In every 
other regard, it appears terminology was interchangeable to him.   
Charles first noted on June 11, 1804 that, “Carpenters came from Sava. To D.h. 
to erect Barn, negroe-houses & ca.” On the twenty-seventh the “Carpenters began to 
pre-pare the timbers for construct--ing the new range of negroe--houses at D.h.”90 The 
carpenters were enslaved men - Quash, Toby and Cimon.91 Charles’ diaries do not 
reveal where these men resided.92  However, the entries stated the carpenters moved 
                                                 
87 Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1799-1805. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 4. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
88 Morgan, Slave Counterpoint. 106. 
89 Carl Lounsbury and Vanessa Elizabeth. Patrick. An Illustrated Glossary of Early Southern 
Architecture and Landscape (Charlottesville, Va: University Press of Virginia, 1999), 370. 
90 Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1799-1804. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 4. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
91 There are a few mentions of a Ben carpenter and Ben prentice in 1792 and 1793, however, the 
name does not reappear until 1812. In a c. 1800 list of enslaved noting hands and half hands, a 
count of laborers, there are three carpenters listed – Joe, Sancho and Abraham. The name 
Quash is also on that list but does not identify him as a carpenter. 
92 There is one list of enslaved at Drayton Hall, dated c. 1800, that lists Quash however, it does 
not note that he is a carpenter. This may suggest that the carpenters were not included in 
plantation records because they were transient. 
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frequently between Drayton Hall, as well as the Savannah and Jehosse plantations 
based on work.93  
The following month, July, Charles noted the frame of the barracks were raised 
and rafters fixed. One of the more descriptive entries about construction was an August 
6 account of “two of the labourers tene-ments being walled & roofed, tho not divided.” 
The key in this statement is the dwellings were not being subdivided into separate 
rooms. As previously stated, there was a shift from larger quarters to smaller single-
family cabins. It is clear Charles was maintaining larger houses instead of smaller 
individual cabins. Charles also provided information, though minimal, about the 
foundation. He stated at the end of August the underpinning of the barracks had been 
completed.94 In one of the August entries he stated that “Carolina finished the 
underpinning.” The name Carolina first appeared in Charles’ diaries in 1798 noting he 
was a bricklayer. Like the carpenters, Carolina may have moved from plantation to 
plantation as work was needed. The fact that he was a bricklayer suggests dwelling 
foundations were brick. Charles did not refer to the housing again until November. 
Again, providing an important description, Charles noted “Carolina began to build the 
chimneys in the Negroe bar--racks. I laid them out accord-ing to Count Rumfords plan.”95 
This detail confirms a heat source was provided. He was also specific in how he wanted 
them to be constructed - using the Rumford model which was developed in the 1790s. 
The importance of this statement was two-fold. One, the Rumford model was utilized to 
                                                 
93 The Savannah plantations included Long Savannah which is located in the area of today’s 
Glenn McConnell Parkway, and Bob’s Savannah is today’s Highway 17 South near Hollywood, 
SC. Information provided by Carter C. Hudgins, President and CEO of Drayton Hall Preservation 
Trust. 
94 Underpinning is defined as a system of supports beneath a wall; the materials or system of 
support beneath the sills of a building or structure. Lounsbury, An Illustrated Glossary. 384. 
95 Diary, Charles Drayton I, 1799-1804. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 1, Folder 4. Drayton Hall, 
housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC.  
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improve heat efficiency.96 Second, this is another example of Charles’ attention to detail 
and influence in the settlement for the enslaved  
After 1804 there were no records of repairs or new construction of housing for 
the enslaved. There was one list of enslaved dated c. 1853 that named a total of ninety 
enslaved grouped by family and “No. of House.”97 There were a total of twenty-two 
houses listed, which could imply there were twenty-two individual houses or possibly 
eleven partitioned homes.  Based on the Glover plat there were ten plots plus the 
driver’s house for a total of eleven dwellings, which means they could have been 
partitioned for twenty-two houses. The second post-1804 mention of housing was a July 
1860 U.S Census record for “Slave Inhabitants in Saint Andrews.” The owner of the 
property at that time was John Drayton (1831-1912) was listed on the census as having 
thirty-two enslaved people. The census also provided a note for “No. of Slave houses,” 
to which ten were noted for Drayton Hall. Again, with the lack of records between 1804 
and 1860 it is difficult to state if the number or type of houses for the enslaved changed 
within fifty-six-years. It could be the ten dwellings represented in the Glover plat were 
maintained up to the 1860s, with retrofits to accommodate a shifting enslaved 
population.  
 
Quarter Yards & Gardens 
 One of the most notable features of the Glover plat’s settlement plan was the 
quarter yard and gardens. A yard can be defined as an “area of land, bounded and 
                                                 
96 The Rumford fireplace “involved lowering the fireplace opening, splaying its sides, constricting 
the throat, and bringing the back of the fireplace forward to create a smoke shelf.” Lounsbury, An 
Illustrated Glossary. 313. 
97 Inventory of slaves (90). Drayton Papers Collection. Box 3, Folder 29. Drayton Hall, housed at 
the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
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usually enclosed, which immediately surrounds a domestic structure and is considered 
an extension of the dwelling.”98 Garden areas are included in that definition of yard as 
these were also defined spaces used for personal food production.99 Yards held several 
functions - domestic and social. Along with using the space to socialize, the enslaved 
would have completed their own household chores within the yards including growing 
provisions, cooking, laundry and maintaining animals such as poultry and pigs.100 The 
area behind the gardens labeled “Poultry Ground” may point to the enslaved at Drayton 
Hall not keeping their own livestock.   
The home yard would have been in the front of the dwelling with the gardens 
making up the rear yard. Interestingly, the rendering clearly defines the yard spaces and 
not the dwellings. For a scaled reference of the houses, the drawing shows the Driver’s 
dwelling as a rectangle with a dash on each side signifying an individual and/or separate 
structure. As drawn, a dwelling of that size would fit within the yard and garden spaces 
as shown on the map. This implies that Charles saw the space surrounding the 
dwellings to be a vital component of the settlement organization. He may have seen the 
space as more significant than the dwelling, therefore choosing to specifically identify the 
yards.  
The way in which the yard spaces were demarcated on the plat is important to 
understanding their use. The yard and gardens were depicted two ways which suggests 
that they were utilized differently. The front yard was labeled as “Negroe Home Yard.” 
                                                 
98 Barbara J. Heath and Amber Bennett, ""The Little Spots Allow'd Them": The Archaeological 
Study of African-American Yards." Historical Archaeology 34, no. 2 (2000): 38-55. 
http://www.jstor.org/stable/25616787. 
99 Heath & Bennett note that for the purpose of their article they included garden areas in their 
definition of yards but it excludes larger spaces dedicated to provisions, typically set away from 
the settlement. 
100 Heath, ""The Little Spots Allow'd Them," 38-55. 
 41 
The notation is written to stretch across the entire length of the housing area. There are 
no divisions representing separate spaces. This implies the home yard was for 
community use. This is in contrast to the gardens. A row of ten rectangles were drawn 
and labeled “Negroe Gardens” written within the rectangles. Each rectangle had a dash 
indicating an individual area, similar to the driver’s house. The manner in which the 
gardens were shown suggests that these were ten separate spaces. Each house had 
their own garden to grow provisions for the enslaved living within the dwelling. This also 
reinforces the idea that there were ten total dwellings 
(Figure 2.9).  
 Based on how the yards are depicted, along with 
the notation of numbers, approximate dimensions can be 
given to the yard spaces. As discussed earlier, there were 
a series of numbers - two, thirty-two, sixteen and twenty – 
written within the space between the home yard and 
gardens. The numbers sixteen and twenty were likely a 
reference to the dimensions of the dwellings. The driver’s 
house would have been the same dimensions at sixteen 
feet wide by twenty feet long. Using the length of the 
driver’s house as a scale, approximate dimensions of the 
yard space could be calculated. Scaling the first garden 
rectangle with the “N” label, the dimensions total a width of 
forty feet by a length of eighty-five feet. This would give 
each dwelling a garden space of approximately 3,400 square feet. While this may seem 
like a large dedicated space, gardens were providing provisions for everyone living in a 
Figure 2.9. Dwellings 
would have been situated 
between the home yard 
and gardens. 
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single dwelling. Using the same twenty feet to measure the depth of the home yard 
space, from the edge of the garden to the fence line, the total comes to approximately 
fifty feet deep. Adding the dimensions noted in the yard – two plus thirty-two plus the 
sixteen feet width of the house – the total also equals fifty feet. It should be noted at one 
end of the gardens there was a narrow rectangle that appears to read “cattle shed 500 
feet long.” Measuring with the same scale, the length of the cattle shed comes to 
approximately 265 feet in length. Despite this discrepancy, the measurements provide 
an estimate to how much space was dedicated to living space for the enslaved. The 
calculation of the entire yard and dwelling area totals approximately 54,000 square feet, 
slightly more than one acre.101 This is in comparison to the total space provided for just 
the dwellings, ten houses that are sixteen feet by twenty feet equals 3,200 square feet. 
Out of the total living area, in and outdoors, the houses themselves only make up about 
six percent of the space. This approximated calculation emphasis the significance of 
yards as an extension of the dwelling and its importance in the layout of the settlement. 
 
Conclusion 
 A “compoundlike” settlement, compact in organization, may have been situated 
within the burial grounds at Drayton Hall. The portion of property, a small ten-acre field, 
was situated far from the main house. A driver surveilled the thirty to ninety enslaved 
that found themselves living within the settlement. In some cases, the enslaved lived at 
Drayton Hall for over twenty years. Regardless of the fluctuating population the 
settlement, and housing, appeared to have remained unchanged since its establishment 
                                                 
101 Calculation for the total yard area includes the depth of fifty feet yard plus eighty-five feet for 
the garden for a total of 135 feet. The length of the area includes forty feet for each of the ten 
plots for a total of 400 feet.  
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during Charles’ tenure. The settlement would have made minimal impacts to the overall 
landscape throughout the antebellum era, a result of living within a defined area dictated 
by the property owner. That is not to say the enslaved did not leave an important, and 
lasting, mark on the landscape. A community of enslaved occupied a portion of Drayton 
Hall for over 120 years. The roots of this community continued after the Civil War. A new 
community of Emancipated men, women and children found themselves with an 
important decision to make. Stay on a familiar property or leave for new opportunities. At 
Drayton Hall, some would choose to stay establishing a new community of freed African 
Americans.       
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CHAPTER THREE 
EMANCIPATION & PHOSPHATE MINING: 1865-1910 
 
Like many planter families, the Drayton’s found themselves in uncharted territory 
at the end of the Civil War. However, by 1867 a new industry was developing that would 
prove key to the continuing success of the Drayton family. Discovering the Ashley River 
was rich with phosphate rock, a key component in fertilizer, many plantations along the 
river started leasing and selling their land to be mined for phosphate.102 During an 1867 
investors trip to Charleston, Drayton Hall hosted many of the investors. Soon after the 
Drayton’s leased a portion of Drayton Hall in 1868, the former plantation quickly became 
one of the leading phosphate producing properties. By 1870 the property would be 
leased to Charleston Mining and Manufacturing Company (CMMC), the area’s leading 
mining organization.103 
The opening of the phosphate mining industry paralleled the advancement of the 
African American community. Emancipation opened new opportunities not previously 
afforded. This applied to the thirty-two formerly enslaved men, women and children of 
Drayton Hall. Freed people could choose where to live and what type of work to pursue. 
The position they found themselves in was a new industry of white employers that 
needed a large labor force to ensure a successful business. In this scenario, freedmen 
had the ability to make demands regarding work culture. They were able to protect 
certain aspects of the task-system they had been working under when enslaved. This 
                                                 
102 As defined by Michael Trinkley, “Phosphorous is one of 17 nutrients required by all living 
plants and animals; deficiencies of this element in soils are a major cause for limited crop 
production.” Michael Trinkley, "South Carolina Land Phosphates in the Late Nineteenth and Early 
Twentieth Centuries: Toward an Archaeological Context." 23. 
103 Shepherd W. McKinley, Stinking Stones and Rocks of Gold: Phosphate, Fertilizer, and 
Industrialization in Postbellum South Carolina (Gainesville: University Press of Florida, 2014), 61-
62. 
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included the benefit of “limited supervision, work autonomy.” They were also able to stay 
away from managers reinstating overseer like positions. This is not to imply that life was 
now any easier for the newly freed. There were labor struggles between African 
American laborers and their white employers, many of which were plantation owners.104  
 
Spatial Arrangement 
There is little information about settlement arrangement at Drayton Hall leading 
up to the Civil War. As discussed in the previous chapter, the 1860 U.S Census 
recorded ten slave houses at Drayton Hall, the same number as depicted in the Glover 
plat.105 This evidence suggests that between the creation of the Glover plat and the Civil 
War the settlement remained largely unchanged. The Glover settlement plan can be 
described as a defined, compact organization. The settlement appears to have distinct 
boundaries with the use of fences and/or roads. The linear arrangement of the housing 
flanked by functional open space, a pasture and poultry ground, created an efficient use 
of land. Into the postbellum era, Drayton Hall’s slave settlement likely survived for a 
short period. In time, the settlement shifted, becoming more dispersed. The outcome 
was individual house sites. The change in pattern was largely the result of introducing 
phosphate mining to Drayton Hall.  
An 1884 News and Courier supplement described Drayton Hall Mine as being 
600 acres when first opened in 1878, 400 acres available phosphate rock with 150 acres 
not yet mined.106 The majority of the mining focused on the northern and eastern sides of 
                                                 
104 McKinley, Stinking Stones and Rocks of Gold. 3-5; 66-76. 
105 “Schedule 2-Slave Inhabitants in Saint Andrews in the County of Charleston State of South 
Carolina, enumerated by me, on the __ day of July, 1860.” U.S Census, provided by curators of 
Drayton Hall.  
106 CCPL, Historical Newspaper Archives - March 1, 1884 Supplement to News and Courier. 
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the property. The entrance and lands directly off the main avenue leading to the house 
remained open to use for laborers’ housing.107 Since there was an existing defined area 
where the former slaves lived, the mining companies used the same portion of 
established land.  
One way mining companies attempted to appeal to workers was providing 
housing. Often, new housing was built instead of reusing former slave dwellings. New 
housing provided accommodations “without the stigma of having been used in 
slavery.”108 It is unclear if there was a typical housing organization used by the mining 
companies. There are several factors that could have contributed to housing 
arrangement. Specific to Drayton Hall, community organization would have been 
influenced by number and type of laborers. Workers included those phosphate laborers 
as well as permanent residents who continued to maintain the main house and grounds 
in the absence of the Drayton family.    
A map depicts the arrangement the African American community during the later 
years of phosphate mining at Drayton Hall. Titled Charleston and Vicinity, South 
Carolina, the map was issued by the U.S Coast and Geodetic Survey September 
1900.109 Drayton Hall is shown in the map inset (Figure 3.1). Structures were identified 
by solid black rectangles. Dirt roads and trails were shown as single or double dashed 
lines.110 A total of twenty-six houses were organized into three sections. The first was a 
cluster of eleven houses. These dwellings were located along Macbeth Road within the 
                                                 
107 Rough plat of Drayton Hall on lined paper, undated. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 13, Folder 
5. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
108 Trinkley, "South Carolina Land Phosphates in the Late Nineteenth and Early Twentieth 
Centuries” 
109 The map also notes 1896 as the first date of publication. 
110 This is according to the legend on the 1948 U.S Geological Survey map. The 1900 Geodetic 
map and earlier versions of the 1948 map do not include a legend. Johns Island, Corps of 
Engineers, Department of the Army, 1948. 
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BG Field where the former slave houses may have been located (Figure 3.2). While the 
arrangement was different than the ten dwellings all in a row as depicted in the Glover 
plat, it does show they were utilizing the same land area. The second section includes 
five houses that were to the east of the grouping of houses. Two of five dwellings were 
located close to one 
another while the other 
three were spread out. It 
appears the dispersed 
layout was, at least, in 
partial response to the 
need to build around 
natural features. Between 
the cluster of buildings and 
the first of houses to the 
east is a possible ditch or 
berm. There is a creek that 
separates the third and 
fourth houses in that area. 
Also influencing community 
arrangement was a rail line that runs across the property and south to Ashley River 
Road, bypassing the first of the houses on the far east side. It seems more likely that the 
Figure 3.1.  Charleston and Vicinity, South Carolina, 1900. 
Blue arrows point to tenant housing occupied by the African 
American community, and phosphate miners at Drayton Hall. 
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rail line was in place and the house 
built later, opposed to the tenant house 
dictating the alignment of the rail line. 
The third section was ten houses west 
of the main avenue. Macbeth Road 
continues across the avenue with six 
dwellings oriented to the road. Two of 
the dwellings were situated apart, with 
the remaining four grouped in twos. 
There were four additional dwellings 
located south of the Macbeth Road 
extension, arranged spread apart. 
 
Population 
In 1860, thirty-two enslaved peoples lived at Drayton Hall.111 In the postbellum 
era, did the newly freed men, women and families choose to stay on the property or 
move? Potential names that can be traced between the c. 1860 records and subsequent 
U.S Census records include Frank, the driver in 1860, and his wife Nanny, as well as a 
fourteen-year-old boy named Caesar. In the 1860 records, Frank is listed as thirty-five 
years old while Nanny is thirty. In the 1870 Census for St. Andrews Parish there is a 
Frank and Nancy Smith, ages forty-five and forty years respectively.112 The change from 
Nanny to Nancy could be someone’s interpretation of what they thought the name was. 
                                                 
111 “Schedule 2-Slave Inhabitants in Saint Andrews in the County of Charleston State of South 
Carolina, enumerated by me, on the __ day of July, 1860.” U.S Census, provided by curators of 
Drayton Hall.  
112 Ancestry.com. 1870 United States Federal Census [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA: 
Ancestry.com Operations, Inc., 2009. Images reproduced by FamilySearch. 
Figure 3.2. A series of housing, as depicted on 
Charleston and Vicinity, South Carolina map, 
overlaid with the Glover plat indicating the same 
land area was used from antebellum to 
postbellum. 
 49 
Both are listed as field laborers. They had a four-year-old daughter named Mary. Ten 
years later in the 1880 Census, the Smiths appear again, Frank as fifty-five and a 
laborer, and Nancy as fifty years’ old who is “Keeping House.” Their daughter Mary is 
not listed. However, a son John and daughter Jane are named, ages twelve and nine 
respectively. Inconsistencies with the children between the lists could be attributed to the 
possible passing of their daughter Mary between the census’ being completed. It could 
also be that John’s age was recorded incorrectly. While it cannot be said with complete 
certainty that the Smiths are the same Frank and Nanny in Drayton Hall’s records, there 
are similarities - a couple with the same names and ages. The 1880 Census recorded 
the Smith family alongside the Note, Johnson, and Bowens families all of whom are 
known to have lived at Drayton Hall. A letter written by John Drayton (1831-1912) to 
Charles H. Drayton (1847-1915) in January of 1882 describing the Drayton’s property 
boundaries confirmed the continued residing of these families. John noted “if Frank or 
Cimon is living they can show you” the property line.113 This reference about Frank 
implies he is well known by the Drayton’s, knows the property as the former driver 
would, and may still be living on the property or within close proximity.114   
The head of the Bowens household in 1880 was Caesar, who was thirty-five 
years old.115 The Bowens family included wife Ella, forty years, and five children – Mary, 
Charles, Henry, Julia, and Richmond. Twenty years earlier in 1860 there was a fourteen-
year-old boy named Caesar living at Drayton Hall. The age Caesar was in 1860 matches 
                                                 
113 John Drayton to Charles H. Drayton, 1882 January 15. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 2, 
Folder 8. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
114 Among the Smith, Note, Johnson, and Bowens families is a Simon Walker listed as fifty-six 
years old. A thirty-year-old man named Simon is also listed in the c. 1860 records as living at 
Drayton Hall. The ages are approximate, so this could also be the Simon being referred to in the 
1882 letter.  
115 In the 1880 U.S Census his name is spelled Caesor, however, his name is spelled Caesar in 
every other record. For the purpose of this research the name will be spelled how it was most 
often recorded. 
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to how old he would be in 1880.116 It should be noted that Caesar does not appear in the 
1870 Census for St. Andrews Parish. A likely reason, in 1870 Caesar would have been 
about twenty-four years old and probably working the phosphate mines. He may have 
been living in dormitory style housing built for laborers who were single or transient. If 
living in that type of housing, he may not have been recorded as being a resident on the 
property.  
In addition to the Bowens family, and possibly the Smith family, there were three 
other families. The Dyall, Mote and Johnson families were also believed to have been 
living at Drayton Hall in 1880.117 The census record shows that Richard Dyall was a 
laborer, more than likely for the phosphate industry, and his wife Rosa was listed as 
“Keeping House.” Quash and Nancy Notes, as well as Friday and Eliza Johnson, held 
the same occupations as the Dyalls. There could have been more families living on the 
property, but these are the only ones that are known with more certainty to have lived on 
the property. 
Along with the families, there was a large labor force working the phosphate 
mines. According to an article published in 1884 there were seventy free African 
Americans being paid for work at Drayton Hall. The article also noted 105 convicts were 
                                                 
116 Caesar’s tenure on the property is also confirmed by descendants. Richmond Bowens, a 
grandson of Caesar’s, provided an oral history of his time growing up on the property and speaks 
of his grandfather despite not knowing him. It appears Caesar Bowens passed between 1900 and 
1910 as he does not show up on the 1910 Census. Richmond Bowens was born in 1908, so he 
would have been very young if he did meet his grandfather. Mr. Bowen’s recollections of his 
grandfather and family history were passed down. 
117 There are various spellings of the following names - Dyall is spelled Doyle in later records, 
Mote is spelled Notes in the 1900 Census, and the name Luash is more than likely a 
misinterpretation of Quash. It should also be noted that Richmond Bowens notes in his oral 
histories that the Doyle and Notes families lived on the property. Census information provided by 
curators of Drayton Hall. 
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“leased” from the State.118 During this time, some freedmen worked on a two-day 
system. They would work the mines for two days and spend the rest of week traveling 
back to their home and work on a plantation.119 This system allowed laborers to have a 
more flexible schedule and make income working on a plantation or farm. Due to this 
work system, and transient nature, it is difficult to determine an accurate population 
count, however, it provides a general count of how many were living at Drayton Hall 
during the height of mining. 
Phosphate mining came to an end around 1910. U.S Census records and who 
was known to have lived at Drayton Hall, suggests that the number of families occupying 
the property remained small. The Bowens family appeared on the 1880, 1900, and 1910 
census. The Notes and Johnson families appeared on the 1880 and 1900 Census. The 
Doyle family was listed on the 1880 Census as well as 1910 but do not appear on the 
1900 record. Another family that was known to have lived at Drayton Hall were the 
Mayes. They were recorded in the 1900 and 1910 Census. Ezekiel and wife Harriett 
were both twenty years old in 1900. Ezekiel was listed as working for the phosphate 
mines as a watchman. Ten years later he was listed as a farm manager. 
 
Housing 
With emancipation, the African American community were faced with new 
decisions. Among them, where to live - stay on a familiar property or move away to start 
new. It is plausible that some of the former enslaved chose to stay at Drayton Hall as 
                                                 
118 The article notes that the convicts work under the unexpired lease of Cahill & Wise. The 
Drayton Hall Mine. CCPL – Historical Newspaper Database, Mar 1, 1884, Supplement to News & 
Courier 
119 McKinley, Stinking Stones and Rocks of Gold. 78. 
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they decided their next steps. It is also likely that they continued to live in the dwellings 
they had occupied while bonded.  
The February 1866 edition of The Carolina Spartan, contained an article entitled 
“Civil rights and responsibilities of freedmen.” The notice laid out common agreements 
between freedmen and plantation owners, including rights of freed persons and their 
occupancy on a property. The article pointed out “freed persons unable to labor, by 
reason of age, or infirmity, and orphan children of tender years, shall have allotted to 
them by the owners suitable quarters on the premises where they have been heretofore 
domiciled as slaves” until other arrangements could be made by local authorities. The 
statement continued, “they shall not be removed from the premises, unless for disorderly 
behavior, misdemeanor, or other offence committed by the head of a family or a member 
thereof.” Use of the term “suitable quarters” is vague at best and could have been 
interpreted differently from property owner to property owner. The continued use of the 
now former slave dwellings was perhaps used as the housing for those in need 
immediately following emancipation. The article also stated freed persons on a 
plantation would be removed from the property within ten days if they refused 
employment offered.120 Someone seeking employment elsewhere could remain on the 
property.121 Drayton Hall’s thirty-two formerly enslaved would have been provided the 
same opportunities under these housing rights.  
Within two years of the 1866 civil rights and responsibilities article being 
published, Dr. John Drayton (1813-1912) started leasing parts of Drayton Hall to the 
                                                 
120 This statement also notes that job offers have to be on “fair terms” and approved by the 
Freedman’s Bureau. The Carolina Spartan, 1866 February 8. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 13, 
Folder 10. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
121 The Carolina Spartan, 1866 February 8. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 13, Folder 10. 
Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
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phosphate mining industry. By 1870, CMMC, the area’s leading mining company, was 
leasing the property. It was industry standard for housing to be provided to laborers. 
Companies typically offered dormitory style housing to accommodate different types of 
laborers.122 Those using dormitories included “rootless men” who mined year-round but 
were single. Seasonal miners would also farm as an additional means of income. Mining 
companies would have also taken into consideration those with families.123 Based on 
what it known about Drayton Hall and the tie between the phosphate mining and 
established African American community, there was more than likely a combination of 
housing types. Laborers at times reached upwards of 180, as well as the families which 
contributed to mining work and maintained the grounds. 
CMMC utilized convict labor in addition to transient workers.124 In the 1880s 
CMMC was participating in the use of convict labor at Drayton Hall. A newspaper article 
from 1884 noted 105 convicts living and working on the property.125 Housing was 
provided by using existing dwellings or new buildings.126 It is unknown what type of 
housing CMMC used for convict labor. Reviewing the 1900 Charleston and Vicinity map 
there are three locations that could signify housing used for convicts.127 A group of 
fifteen buildings were located on the south eastern most part of the property not far off 
Ashley River Road. The structures were in a uniform arrangement with an additional 
structure facing the fifteen, possibly a type of overseer’s lodging. There was a cluster of 
                                                 
122 This information was provided in 1870 US Census records. McKinley, Sinking Stones and 
Rocks of Gold. 78-79. 
123 Trinkley. “South Carolina Land Phosphates in the Late Nineteenth and Early Twentieth 
Centuries.” 23-76. 
124 McKinley, Sinking Stones and Rocks of Gold. 91-94. 
125 CCPL – Historical Newspaper Database. News & Courier. Supplement - The Drayton Hall 
Mine, March 1, 1884. 
126 McKinley, Sinking Stones and Rocks of Gold. 91-93. 
127 U.S Coast and Geodetic Survey. Charleston and Vicinity South Carolina, Continuation of 
Ashley River. Washington D.C: U.S Coast and Geodetic Survey, 1900. 
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eleven structures within close proximity to one another that could have acted as their 
housing. These are the dwellings that overlay with the BG Field. The third location is a 
group of three possible structures within a square located just north of the eleven 
grouped buildings (Figure 3.3). An oral history stated convicts at Drayton Hall used the 
former slave barracks for housing.128 Beyond this story, passed down, there is no 
evidence that this was the 
case.   
Aside from group 
housing for phosphate 
miners, and convicts, there 
was also a need for single 
dwellings to accommodate 
families. These types of 
dwellings were built for laborers who had families, a dormitory not being suitable for a 
family. It appears there were twenty-six dwellings, excluding the cluster of fifteen 
structures off Ashley River Road and the structures within the square.129 As pointed out 
in the example of Ezekiel Mayes who lived at Drayton Hall with his wife in 1900, he was 
listed as a watchman for the phosphate mining. Several of Caesar Bowens’ sons, ages 
sixteen to twenty-seven, were also listed as working as phosphate mill laborers in 1900. 
However, Caesar Bowens is listed as a farmer in 1900, and Friday Johnson is listed as a 
laborer but not specifying phosphate related. It is likely that the families were living in the 
houses that were more spread out, providing more land for each family. 
                                                 
128 Bowens, Richmond. Interview by Marguirite L. DeLaine, Doug DeNatale, Tract Hayes, 
Meggett Lavin, and George McDaniel. Drayton Hall, 1991.  
129 This is based on the 1900 Charleston and Vicinity map. 
Figure 3.3. Potential areas for housing convict labor 1) fifteen 
uniform dwellings, 2) eleven dwellings, and 3) dwellings 
within the square.  
1 
2 
3 
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An 1870 house still stands on the property today. The curators at Drayton Hall 
have preserved the caretaker’s house which was built about 1870 northwest of the main 
house.130 It is believed the house was built for the person whose primary responsibility 
was to care for the main house, and not involved in the phosphate industry. The house is 
approximately twenty-five feet by almost thirteen feet. The house was originally a two-
room house with a central fireplace. A front porch extending the length of the house was 
accessed by a set of stairs. There were additional architectural features such as the roof 
purposefully extending over the porch, decorative eaves and glass windows.131 With the 
assumption that the person, or persons, living in this house held an important role in 
caring for the main house in the absence of the Drayton family, it is likely that this house 
stood alone in style compared to the other tenant housing.  
 
Conclusion 
 The postbellum era brought major changes within the African American 
community and ultimately Drayton Hall’s landscape. Once confined to a planned area, 
the Emancipated were able to move away from the compact settlement they had lived 
within. There is uncertainty in how the community ended up in the arrangement depicted 
in the 1900 map. It is likely the newly freed utilized the former slave dwellings as 
temporary housing. In time, they were able to spread out from their neighbors, allowing 
families more land and privacy. Two simple concepts, land and privacy, were valued by 
                                                 
130 For many years the caretaker’s house served as the visitor’s center and gift shop. In 2018, 
Drayton Hall opened a series of new buildings, including a visitor’s center. The caretaker’s house 
is now used to interpret the phosphate mining era at Drayton Hall as well as the African American 
community that lived on the property and maintained the site. 
131 Cameron Moon, The Caretaker’s House: Vernacular Architecture and the Postbellum African 
American Community at Drayton Hall. Unpublished report, 2016. Drayton Hall, Charleston, SC. 
12. 
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the African American community who had been barred from both as bonded people. The 
ambiguity is how quick the new community pattern formed. Also, what role did the 
mining company have in the housing development of the African American community 
that resided in the single-family homes apart from the phosphate miners? What is clear, 
the area of the burial grounds remained a location for housing. The burial grounds, in 
many ways, acted as a focal point of the new organization. Utilizing land already 
established, community members dispersed from the burial grounds east along Macbeth 
Road and west just off the main avenue.    
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CHAPTER FOUR 
POST-MINING ERA: 1910-1960 
 
At the end of phosphate mining, the African American community at Drayton Hall 
continued to occupy the property. The number of families stayed small, but many 
would live within the community for decades. This led to generations of families 
calling the community at Drayton Hall home. Children born and raised on the 
property would go on to raise their own families. The community was, however, 
impacted by the end of phosphate mining. The departure of the Charleston Mining 
and Manufacturing Company (CMMC) meant job loss. Aside from the mass exodus 
of phosphate miners, others were likely forced to leave immediately in search of new 
jobs. These were families who had established themselves as part of the permanent 
African American community. The number of families in time would gradually decline 
as they too searched for more opportunity elsewhere. Even in the face of job loss in 
the 1910s, the African American community endured, occupying the southern portion 
of Drayton Hall for fifty years. 
 
Spatial Arrangement & Housing 
The African American community that settled at Drayton Hall during the 
postbellum era continued to live on the property post-mining for another fifty years. The 
major shift in community arrangement in the post-mining era was a result of the 
departure of CMMC and their labor force. The need to house the miners diminished. At 
Drayton Hall, what appeared to be clusters of houses depicted on a 1900 map were no 
longer necessary. The community arrangement remained similar in the fifty years 
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between the end of mining in the 1910s and when the last tenant left the property in the 
1960s. Houses were concentrated off of Macbeth Road and west of the main avenue. 
During this half century, there was a steady decline in population, a trend reflected with 
the decrease in number of houses.  
In 1900, there were approximately twenty-six dwellings located on the southern 
portion of Drayton Hall’s property.132 Twenty years later, a U.S Geological Survey map 
indicated a similar pattern seen in 1900.133 The exception in 1920 was removal of the 
cluster housing north and south of Macbeth Road. Despite the loss of two groups of 
houses, the other cluster remained on the southeast portion of the property along Ashley 
River Road. The arrangement is similar to the 1900 map, a series of uniform rows of 
housing. However, by the 1920s there were several missing structures. Only fourteen 
structures were shown in 1920 oppose to sixteen (Figure 4.1).  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                 
132 U.S Coast and Geodetic Survey of 1900 depicts twenty-six dwellings with the exception of the 
cluster of sixteen houses on the southeast portion of the property. 
133 There were two U.S Geological Surveys completed by the Department of Interior with data 
from 1918 to 1920. All maps note the “Approximate Mean Declination” was determined in 1918, 
they were “Engraved 1919 by U.S.G.S,” and the “Edition” is 1920. One map utilizes the Johns 
Island Quadrangle while the second map uses the Ravenels Quadrangle. The two maps will 
together be referred to as the 1920 U.S Geological Survey Map. For illustrative purposes, the 
Johns Island Quadrangle map is more legible. 
Figure 4.1. Blue arrows point to the areas of cluster housing showing the 
difference between the twenty years. Left: 1900 U.S Geological Survey 
Map; Right: 1920 U.S Geological Survey Map 
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In addition to the clusters of houses, there were differences that demonstrated 
the adjustments made to the property in the years following the end of mining. First was 
placement of dwellings along Macbeth Road. By 1920 there was a single house located 
on the north side of the road. The three buildings within a defined square, as shown on 
the 1900 map, were no longer present (Figure 4.2). There was a single dwelling directly 
south off Macbeth Road and slightly east of the 
main avenue. A second dwelling, south of the 
road, was about 130 yards from the first. The 
house sat further back from Macbeth compared 
to its neighbor. These two houses replaced the 
cluster of dwellings. The third house was 
approximately 180 yards from the second house 
and set back as well. The fourth house along the 
road was also placed directly off Macbeth like the 
first house. This house was about 200 yards from 
the third house.134 The 1920 map also shows a 
dirt road or path just west of the fourth house. 
Oral histories have stated the Washington family lived in a house that had a path that 
connected to Ashley River Road. Former community members recalled using the path 
as a short cut when walking to school.135 There were two additional houses, side by side, 
at the end of Macbeth Road. Like the 1900 map, the houses along Macbeth are spread 
out from one another, with the exception of the last two houses. It should be noted that 
comparing the two maps, Macbeth Road ran further east in 1900. This is additional 
                                                 
134 Measurements were determined using ArcGIS. 
135 Carrier, Things Seen and Unseen. 48. 
Figure 4.2. Blue arrows point to the 
location of the square no longer 
present in 1920. Top: 1900 U.S 
Geological Survey Map; Bottom: 
1920 U.S Geological Survey Map  
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evidence that the area occupied by the African American community slowly retracted, 
starting within the decade after mining ended. (Figure 4.3)    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Another difference between the 1900 and 1920 maps was the arrangement of 
tenant housing on the west side of the avenue leading to the main house. The 1900 map 
indicated ten houses west of the avenue. By 1920 that total was reduced to half. The 
continuation of Macbeth Road, crossing over the main avenue, is shown in 1900 but not 
twenty years later. This could be a result of the decline in houses. The road, or path, 
would have been used less frequently by the 1920s so it would not have needed a 
designation (Figure 4.4).  
 
 
 
Figure 4.3: The red line indicates end of Macbeth Road in 1900 compared to 1920 shown in 
blue. The lines are extended to show where the road ended in relation to the marsh line of 
Ashley River. The blue arrow points to the direction of the main house. Left: 1900 U.S 
Geological Survey Map; Right: 1920 U.S Geological Survey Map  
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U.S Coast and Geodetic Survey published revised maps in the 1940s.136 A total 
of four dwellings remained in 1944. Two houses were 
located at the end of Macbeth Road. The other two 
houses were west of the avenue leading to the main 
house. One of the houses appears to be in the same 
location as previous maps, while the second house is 
set further west of the main avenue compared to the 
1920 map (Figure 4.5). The General Highway and 
Transportation Map, Charleston County, South 
Carolina, last revised 1948, presented a similar 
arrangement. The map identified four houses on the 
property. One house was located approximately at the end of Macbeth Road. Three 
                                                 
136 The 1940s U.S Geological Survey maps include a 1944 map using the Ravenels Quadrangle, 
1948 map using Johns Island Quadrangle. Another 1940s map includes the General Highway 
and Transportation Map for Charleston County, SC which was last revised 1948. 
Figure 4.4. The red line shows the avenue leading to the main 
house. The blue line is Macbeth Road. Left: 1900 U.S 
Geological Survey Map; Right: 1920 U.S Geological Survey 
Map 
Figure 4.5. 1944 U.S 
Geological Survey Map 
indicating four dwellings on the 
property at the time. 
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additional houses were situated west of the main avenue close to Ashley River Road 
(Figure 4.6).  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
In contrast is a 1948 U.S Geological Survey map which indicated there were 
eight dwellings on the property in the 1940s. The 1948 map is comparable in spatial 
arrangement to the 1920 map. The layout of houses repeated along Macbeth Road with 
the exception of the first dwelling on the south side 
of the road just east of the main avenue. The two 
dwellings at the end of the road were also 
removed. On the west side of the main avenue 
there were four dwellings in 1948. The map 
depicted two short, dirt roads or paths running 
parallel to Ashley River Road. The short road 
closest to Ashley River Road indicated two houses 
at the end of the road. The second road showed 
one house at the end of that road, projected out 
farther west than the first road. If Macbeth still 
continued west across the main avenue, the fourth house would have been directly 
Figure 4.6. The General Highway and 
Transportation Map (1948) indicated four 
dwellings. The houses to the far west are 
on the neighboring property. 
Figure 4.7. 1948 U.S Geological 
Survey Map showing more 
dwellings on the property in the 
1940s compared to the 1944 map. 
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south of the road and slightly west of the main avenue. Remnants of the cluster of 
houses on the southeast portion of the property, or just outside the property boundary, 
remain but far fewer with four buildings (Figure 4.7). 
Most residents of the community had left the property by the 1950s. Ultimately, 
they had all left in the 1960s. The 1958 U.S Geological Survey Map identified two 
dwellings on the property at the time of the survey. The two houses were located at the 
end of Macbeth Road, similar to what was shown on the 1944 Geological Survey Map. A 
General Highway Map, Charleston County, South Carolina, dated 1973, indicated there 
were no dwellings on the property (Figure 4.8). These two maps correspond with the 
decline in population after occupying the southern portion of Drayton Hall’s property for 
fifty years in the post-mining era. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Population 
A small African American community established itself at Drayton Hall in the 
years following Emancipation. This community intertwined with phosphate mining 
activities. They lived among one another, many of the men working as laborers. For 
Figure 4.8. In the 1950s two dwellings remained, however, fifteen years later there 
were no houses. Left: 1958 U.S Geological Survey Map; Right: 1973 General 
Highway Transportation Map 
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approximately fifty years after the departure of the mining industry, a number of families 
continued to call a portion of Drayton Hall home. In addition to caring for their own 
house, they also worked on the property or neighboring plantations. They raised 
children. Despite challenges, such as lack of transportation, many of the children 
attended school. Other children had to cut their education short in order to work. In some 
cases, those children grew up, married and raised their families on the same property. 
For those who worked at Drayton Hall, their responsibilities included maintaining the 
house and grounds in the absence of the Drayton family, much as they had when mining 
was taking place. This community leaned on faith and were prominent members of the 
churches they attended. Those churches included Springfield Baptist Church, Olive 
Branch Baptist Church, Praise House and Bull Chapel. The importance of religion and 
the church community “fostered well-being and family maintenance and it was through 
the church that family, community and social life were structured.”137 Information about 
Drayton Hall’s African American community in the post-mining era is detailed through a 
number of sources. While not explicit about which families lived at Drayton Hall, U.S 
Census records provide insight. Historic newspaper articles also provide a source for 
happenings on or around the property. However, some of the best evidence is through 
oral histories.138  
The Bowens are one of few families at Drayton Hall whose ancestry can be 
traced to the antebellum period. As mentioned in the previous chapter, Caesar Bowens 
was enslaved by the Drayton’s. He was documented as being fourteen years old in 1860 
                                                 
137 Carrier, Things Seen and Unseen. 5. 
138 Completed in 2012 by Toni Carrier, Things Seen and Unseen: Looking Anew at The 
Postbellum African American Community at Drayton Hall documents who was living on the 
property through oral histories and historic records. Much of what is known about the population 
is based on this document. Direct quotes are cited, otherwise all information is from this report 
unless noted. 
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plantation and U.S Census records. He would have been a young adult when freed. He 
was not recorded as living on the property in the 1870 Census, however, reappears in 
records ten years later. In 1880, Caesar was a thirty-five years old laborer, living at 
Drayton Hall with his wife Ella and five children. Twenty years later, Caesar, in his late 
fifties, was a farmer and still on the property with his wife and several of their children. 
Census records noted that Caesar and his wife had fifteen children. One of those 
children, Richmond, raised a family at Drayton Hall as well. In 1900, at twenty-one years 
old, he worked as a phosphate laborer. Richmond and Anna Bryan married sometime 
between 1900 and 1910, and soon welcomed a son, Hershal Richmond Bowens, who 
was one-year-old in 1910. Richmond’s occupations included machine operator and 
barber. Anna was a seamstress and housekeeper. Richmond was also a man of faith. 
He taught Sunday school and was a minister who married people at Drayton Hall and 
neighboring Magnolia. Richmond died in 1920 at forty years. His son Richmond Jr. was 
only twelve years when his father died. In 1923 Anna Bryan married Ezekiel Mayes, 
another community member who had been living at Drayton Hall since 1900. Like Anna, 
Ezekiel was a widower. His wife, Harriet Benson, passed in 1922. Ezekiel operated a 
corn mill receiving payment in the form of grits and cornmeal, but he was also the 
caretaker of the main house at Drayton Hall. After they married, Anna and her four 
children moved to the caretaker’s house with Ezekiel. They would go on to have two 
more children together. After Anna died in 1937, Ezekiel married his third wife, Ryna 
Gregory, in 1938. By the late 1930s, Richmond Jr. was still living at Drayton Hall with a 
family of his own. He married wife, Ethel Bennett, in 1931. By 1940, Richmond Jr. and 
Ethel had two children, Gloria and Richmond. The Bowens eventually left the property 
like many families. What makes the Bowens family such a crucial part of telling the story 
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of Drayton Hall’s African American community is being representative of each turning 
point in the property’s history – antebellum into postbellum into post-mining. Ultimately, 
they contributed to the decline of families.139 
Known neighbors of the Bowens and Mayes in the post-mining era included the 
Dennis, Washington, Notes, McKeever, Johnson, Smalls, Hallman, Hazel, David and 
Evans/Edwards families. Families that continued to live on the property for a short time 
into the post-mining days included the Notes, Johnsons and Smalls. Members of these 
families appear on the 1910 U.S Census. It is likely that these families would have seen 
the end of phosphate mining and the community transition into post-mining. The Dennis 
family, husband Dan and wife Martha Miller, first appeared in the 1920 Census. 
Evidence of the family living at Drayton Hall into the 1930s is seen in historic newspaper 
articles. In 1930, Dan Dennis Jr. is accidently shot in the leg by another boy.140 Two 
years later, Dan Dennis Sr. is involved in a car accident.141 In both cases, the articles 
note the two were “of Drayton Hall.” The McKeever family was listed on the 1920 and 
1930 Census. Oral histories provide additional information about the family, such as they 
lived in two different houses on the property.142 The Hallman, Hazel and Evans/Edwards 
families appear on census records from the 1930s and 40s. In some cases, there is little 
documentation, like census records, of families at Drayton Hall. For those families, 
including the Washington and David families, what is known about them are from oral 
histories.  
 
                                                 
139 Carrier, Things Seen and Unseen. 95-119. 
140 CCPL – Historical Newspaper Database, News and Courier. “Accidently Shot.” January 6, 
1930. 
141 CCPL – Historical Newspaper Database, Charleston Evening Post. “Fatal Injuries 
Investigated.” January 28, 1932. 
142 Carrier, Things Seen and Unseen. 55. 
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Conclusion 
Based on mapping evidence, after the 1910s, there were never more than a 
dozen dwellings on the property. Over time there was a gradual decline within the 
community. The transition was represented through a number of maps showing fewer 
dwellings with each decade. Many families resided on the property over a long period of 
time, establishing themselves as important members of Drayton Hall’s African American 
community. It is difficult to estimate exactly how many residents lived on the property just 
based on number of houses. In 1910 there were three families known with certainty to 
have lived on the property. Those three families totaled twenty people. Thirty years later, 
there are three families known to have lived at Drayton Hall. These three families totaled 
eleven people. Even looking at just a few families, these number are generally reflective 
of the overall decline. The leading factor in the departure of the African American 
community was the loss of a major industry. Many of the community members had 
worked for the phosphate mining industry. When mining ceased, the jobs left. While 
some found opportunities nearby, many were likely forced to find work elsewhere. The 
physical landscape saw a transition too. The slow loss of a community resulted in the 
infill of trees, ultimately covering up traces of the African American community.  
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CHAPTER FIVE 
CONCLUSION: A SACRED PLACE 
 
One of Drayton Hall’s notable landscape features is its extensive tree cover. 
Trees frame the main house to the east and west. To the north of the house, trees define 
views towards the Ashley River. Standing on the front portico, the panorama view toward 
mature trees lining the unpaved avenue that leads to the house seems endless. 
Significant trees on both sides of the road. In recent memory, these prominent features 
have been one of Drayton Hall’s most distinctive contributions to the landscape. 
However, much of the current tree coverage relates to twentieth-century landscaping 
projects. The tree canopy in the front portion of the property fills what was at one time 
mostly open land. Fields and pastures supported Drayton Hall’s function as a working 
plantation from its establishment in the mid-1700s through the Civil War. This relatively 
new forest obscures the location of the enslaved community whose settlement, many 
sources reason, was in the front portion of the property near the African American 
Cemetery. Into the postbellum period, the property’s landscape saw drastic changes, a 
result of phosphate mining. Despite impacts to the land, a small African American 
community established themselves on the same front portion of land. Occupation 
continued in the area of the cemetery. The postbellum African American community saw 
the earliest, and last, days of phosphate mining that took place on the property. Post-
mining, the community continued to occupy the same portion of land for another fifty 
years. With time, the African American community declined. The effects of a decreasing 
population resulted in changes to the natural landscape. Land once occupied by the 
enslaved and postbellum African American communities was eventually filled in with 
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trees. While there may have been a number of factors that led to the infill, the 200-year 
occupation of the enslaved and African American communities are still reflected in 
Drayton Hall’s tree canopy today.  
It was through the landscape lens that three themes allowed for a better 
understanding of the evolution of enslaved and African American communities through 
their more than 200-year occupation at Drayton Hall. These three themes extended 
across the three time periods of significance identified – colonial/antebellum, 
emancipation and phosphate mining, and post-mining. Spatial arrangement, population, 
and housing comprised the three themes. The community pattern made two major and 
clearly defined shifts. The first happened between colonial/antebellum and postbellum 
periods. The second was the decline of the African American community starting in the 
1920s. Plantation records and U.S Census data indicate a fluctuating population during 
the colonial/antebellum period, which levels in the postbellum era with the job security in 
phosphate mining. The number of residents began to decline in the post-mining era. 
Evidence of housing is mostly illustrated in maps providing an approximate number of 
dwellings. These three themes narrate the evolution of the enslaved and African 
American communities and emphasize their impact on Drayton Hall’s overall landscape.  
 
Spatial Arrangement  
The first major shift in settlement pattern was caused by social and economic 
changes between a long period of relative stability (1738-1865) followed by two shorter 
periods – change brought on by phosphate mining. It should be noted the first part of the 
property’s history has been extended to include colonial and antebellum eras. Due to 
gaps in the property’s history, but wanting to include what was found in the earliest 
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establishment of the property, the two time periods have been grouped together. It is 
important to first understand the major points of spatial arrangement during the two time 
periods to better recognize their key differences. The settlement drawn on the Glover 
plat (c. 1790) is the first evidence of spatial arrangement of an existing or proposed 
settlement during the antebellum period. It is unknown why Charles commissioned the 
plat to be drawn. He never mentioned in his diaries an association with Joseph Glover or 
requesting a plat. It should be noted Charles’ diaries from 1787 to 1790 are missing, the 
time period within the date of the plat. The plat may depict proposed improvements. 
There are, however, other possible reasons why Charles may have wanted to record the 
property. First, John, William Henry’s son, contested Charles’ purchase of the property, 
eventually reaching a settlement in Charles’ favor.143 Upon securing the plantation, and 
finding himself in a disagreement with his nephew, he may have wanted to capture the 
existing state of the property. A second possibility also involves a property dispute. A 
sheriff’s sale advertisement in 1795 
lists a “plantation or tract of land in 
St Andrew’s parish, containing 300 
acres, more or less, fronting the 
Ashley river; it, being so generally 
known, requires no further 
description, having been the residence of Mr. Drayton for some years, and within 15 
miles of the city” (Figure 5.1).144 The notice signals the property is Drayton Hall. 
Interestingly, the notice also states the property was “to be sold as the property of Glenn 
                                                 
143 Drayton Family Tree, provided by curators of Drayton Hall. 
144 CCPL – Historical Newspaper Database, Jan. 21, 1795 (Supplement to the City Gazette & 
Daily Advertiser). 
Figure 5.1. Sheriff’s sale notice dated January 21, 
1795. 
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Drayton,” another of Charles’ brother. This property dispute could have spurred Charles 
to document his property. Of all the other buildings on the plantation, Glover 
documented the settlement. The settlement was tied into the larger plantation 
organization and therefore needed to be recorded among the other fields.  Additional 
research should be completed on the Glover plat and purpose of its creation. The 
reasoning for commissioning the plat would provide insight into the evolution of the 
settlement and enslaved community.  
Glover’s rendering presents a compact development that achieved an efficient 
use of space. The organization would have been influenced by the time period and 
common settlement arrangement, as well as personal preference by Charles. With the 
driver’s house site situated in a position of surveillance, the ten dwellings were situated 
in a row side-by-side. Other planters of this time period were using this same settlement 
arrangement for the enslaved as well. Most notable, in the 1790s George Washington 
started a campaign to reorganize housing for the enslaved on his farms at Mount 
Vernon. River Farm was previously arranged as two facing rows of houses. Washington 
repositioned the houses to create a single row “fixed in the land opposite to the 
Overseers house.”145 Writing about changes to slave housing at Mount Vernon, 
Archaeologist Dennis Pogue argued the two-fold reasoning for shifts in settlement 
arrangement. One purpose, the “greater degree of regimentation,” improved the 
surveillance of the enslaved. The second, and overarching, reason was motivated by the 
desire to increase the “efficiency and profitability” of the plantation.146 Washington’s plan 
                                                 
145 Dennis J. Pogue, "The Domestic Architecture of Slavery at George Washington's Mount 
Vernon." Winterthur Portfolio 37, no. 1 (2002): 3-22. doi:10.1086/376340.13-14. 
146 Pogue, The Domestic Architecture of Slavery at George Washington’s Mount Vernon. 13-14. 
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for restructuring is comparable to the depiction on the Glover plat – single row of housing 
with a driver’s house facing the slave dwellings.  
The purpose behind rearranging Drayton Hall could align as well. Charles was 
perhaps planning for changes to the plantation. He obtained the property in 1784, so he 
may have been looking for ways to improve “efficiency” and depart from management 
patterns his father had established. The Glover plat also included the settlement for the 
enslaved as well as the subdivision of the entire property on the reverse side. Charles 
had a “new range” of housing for the enslaved constructed in 1804, another indication he 
was planning for changes to the property.  
While the plat does not specify where the settlement was located, the BG Field is 
a likely location. The ten-acre plot was clearly designated as the burial ground for the 
enslaved. It is doubtful that ten acres would be dedicated for the sole purpose of a 
cemetery. With a compact organization, the settlement could have been placed within 
the BG Field, a minimal impact to the overall field. After the early 1800s, little is known 
about changes to the organization of the settlement. All recordings from plantation books 
indicate the settlement saw few changes. In 1844 there are still references to the 
settlement’s pasture as identified in the Glover plat. 
Some academics argue slave settlements, and housing, saw little change after 
1790. Dr. Grant Gilmore suggests “the reorganisation of the landscape only occurred at 
the pinnacle of the colonial hierarchy” and then only for the upper echelon planters in 
South Carolina and Virginia.147 Gilmore maintains the bias in making broad assumptions 
about transitions in settlements and landscapes during the antebellum period is due to 
                                                 
147 Richard Grant Gilmore, "The Archaeology of New World Slave Societies: A Comparative 
Analysis with Particular Reference to St. Eustatius, Netherlands Antilles." PhD diss., Institute of 
Archaeology University College London, 2003. 246. 
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research being focused on plantations of the elite society. To challenge overarching 
claims, Gilmore points to the example of Thomas Jefferson who made no alterations to 
housing for laborers during his tenure at Monticello.148  
It could be that Drayton Hall fell somewhere between these theories. By all 
appearances, the Drayton’s had the financial ability to make improvements to their 
plantation. Charles could have proposed changes wanting to depart from his father’s 
establishment of the property. It could have also been a reflection of gaining wealth 
through an efficient plantation. The settlement for the enslaved, a crucial component to a 
plantation’s operation, would have been woven into these changes no matter the reason. 
The “compoundlike” settlement depicted on the Glover plat may have been arranged in a 
manner that it was able to accommodate the enslaved community for seventy years that 
followed. The lack of documentation from the late 1700s to 1865 could simply be a result 
of minimal to no changes to the settlement arrangement.   
                                                 
148 Gilmore, "The Archaeology of New World Slave Societies. 246-247.  
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It is unknown how the settlement shifted directly 
after the Civil War. Drayton Hall itself saw major 
changes to the property, and its landscape, by allowing 
phosphate mining. The process of phosphate mining 
was invasive to Drayton Hall’s organized and green 
landscape. Mined land was primarily kept to the 
eastern most portion of the property and directly to the 
west of the main house (Figure 5.2).149 There was also 
land being mined south of the property across Ashley 
River Road. Allowing for phosphate mining also meant 
erecting new buildings and infrastructure needed for 
the mining operations. This included a rail line. An ink 
plat of Drayton Hall completed by John K. Gourdin in 1882 has numerous markings in 
pencil.150 Some markings appear to identify mined lands. There is one line that closely 
resembles the rail line shown on a 1900 map. The line starts west of the main house, 
travels south crossing the main avenue and curves south towards Ashley River Road. 
While not exact, the 1900 U.S Geodetic Survey Map shows a rail line traveling in the 
same manner (Figure 5.3). These additions impacted the settlement arrangement, 
possibly dictating where the postbellum African American community could locate. 
Further research should be completed tracing the evolution of infrastructure needed and 
constructed by the mining companies at Drayton Hall. The rail line would have shifted 
                                                 
149 It should be noted that the map is undated. Rough plat of Drayton Hall on lined paper, 
undated. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 13, Folder 5. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of 
Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
150 “Plan of Drayton Hall” by John K. Gourdin, circa 1882. Drayton Papers Collection. Box 13, 
Folder 5. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
Figure 5.2. Mined land is 
shown in the shaded areas. 
The blue circle possibly 
identifies the cemetery 
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with mining; did it affect housing? Were there other buildings that also dictated or 
influenced where the settlement could be located?  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The hand drawn map showing the mined land may provide clues to location for 
the settlement (Figure 5.2).  The map specifically calls out the cemetery. The area 
directly adjacent to the cemetery was unaffected by the mining. This was a prime 
location for housing for the phosphate miners. Also, an area occupied by the African 
American community during the antebellum era. Amid the changes to the physical 
landscape, there were perhaps few impacts to that particular area. Recently 
emancipated African Americans had a choice, for the first time, of where they wanted to 
live. Did that mean moving away from their home and start new, or stay on a familiar 
land where job opportunities were available? It is likely some of Drayton Hall’s thirty-two 
formerly enslaved chose to stay on the property for at least a short time as they decided 
what their next steps were.  
Figure 5.3. Curved line in 1882 map shown on right follows a similar pattern as the rail 
line in the 1900 U.S Geodetic Map. 
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Community arrangement can be confirmed by 1900. House sites became spread 
out allowing individual families more land and privacy. A 1900 Geodetic Survey Map 
shows the location of dwellings occupied by the African American community, likely the 
phosphate miners too. Overlaying the Glover plat with the location of 1900 dwellings, 
indicates housing remained in the area of the 
BG Field, the possible location of the 
settlement for the enslaved (Figure 5.4). 
Between 1866 and 1900, it is likely this 
pattern started to take shape well before 
1900. The community arrangement, and 
ultimately pattern of housing, provided in 
1900 was a reflection of utilizing an area of 
land established during the antebellum 
period. With an enslaved population needing 
housing, a portion of Drayton Hall’s property was subdivided and organized for their use. 
It may have been beneficial to the mining company, possibly the Drayton’s as well, to 
continue to develop land already used by the African American community. The pattern 
also suggests community members were provided, potentially at their request, more 
space. Houses were spread farther apart providing for a home site that could include a 
dwelling and gardens. This arrangement led to more impacts to the landscape, however, 
due to the few number of houses, the physical impacts would have been minimal.   
The shift from antebellum to postbellum share one similarity - location. Maps and 
plantation records indicate the area of the burial grounds was continuously used by the 
enslaved and then emancipated African American community. Based on the Glover plat, 
Figure 5.4. Glover plat and 1900 tenant 
dwellings located in the BG Field. 
 77 
and interpretation, the settlement was located along a road, possibly the crossroads of 
the main avenue and Macbeth Road. In the postbellum period, housing continued to be 
located off Macbeth Road.  
The major difference in the two periods is two distinct settlement arrangements. 
The antebellum period represented a spatial arrangement dictated by a desire for 
efficient land use and surveillance of enslaved. To ensure these two goals were met, the 
settlement was compact. The driver’s house site was situated in a way that he could see 
all the housing. The settlement also included a pasture and poultry ground which could 
have been for the use of the enslaved or the plantation as a whole. Moving into 
postbellum, community pattern began to disperse from its previously dense 
arrangement. There was no longer a need for surveillance, and perhaps less for an 
efficient use of land. There was a desire by the African American community for more 
land and privacy from neighbors which had not been allowed previously.151  
The mystery between these time periods are changes directly following the Civil 
War. How long did it take to achieve the pattern of dispersed housing seen in the 1900 
map? It took at least thirty years to evolve. It is likely the organization would have been 
gradual. Phosphate mining started at Drayton Hall relatively soon after the Civil War. It 
still would have taken time for the mining company to establish themselves, building 
infrastructure needed, including housing. Additional research is needed focusing on 
Drayton Hall’s African American community in that time between end of the war and start 
of phosphate mining, roughly 1865 to 1870.   
The second shift was the entirety of the post-mining era, a fifty-year time span. 
Not as drastic a shift as seen between antebellum and postbellum, nonetheless, 
                                                 
151 Joyner, Down by the Riverside. 126. 
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impactful to Drayton Hall’s landscape. The pattern in this case was a slow decline in 
population resulting in fewer houses through the decades and a shrinking community 
overall. The decrease in population is illustrated in a series of topographic maps 
published by the U.S Geological Survey. From 1900 to 1920, the number of dwelling 
decreased from fifteen to twelve. By 1948 there were only eight houses. Only two 
houses survived eleven years later in 1959. The community decline was mostly gradual. 
In the two twenty-year time spans there were few changes. The steepest decline was 
between the 1940s and 50s. In approximately ten years, the majority of the houses, and 
residents were gone. As stated before, the departure of the mining industry was a major 
factor in the decline of the African American community. The loss of income would have 
affected all the families. Based on the mapping, it appears only a few families felt the 
need to leave directly after mining closed down. Residents may have been able to 
sustain other jobs, such as working for the Drayton’s or on nearby plantations. The 
1940s should be an area of focus for further research. What was specifically happening 
in Charleston during the 1940s that led to a number of families leaving the property? 
(Figure 5.5). 
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Figure 5.5. Series of U.S Geological Survey maps showing the decline of houses over the 
course of almost sixty years. Top Left: 1900, Top Right: 1920, Bottom Left: 1944, Bottom 
Right: 1958 
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These patterns of change to the physical landscape are better reflected in aerial 
photography of Drayton Hall from the 1930s to 1970s. Overlays, and side by sides, of 
images from the 1930s and 40s provide approximate house locations (Figure 5.6). Aerial 
photographs also illustrate how the settlements fit into the landscape. Houses were 
located within cleared areas. Based on the shape of the cleared areas, it appears trees 
Figure 5.6. Top: 1900 U.S Geodetic Map overlaid with a 1939 aerial photograph. Bottom: 
A side-by-side of the 1948 U.S Geological Survey Map compared to an aerial photograph 
from 1949. 
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defined open areas where the African American community lived.  
Review of aerial photography from the 1930s through 1970s demonstrates how 
the physical landscape evolved over time, slowly filling in (Figure 5.7). This was a direct 
factor of the African American community moving away from Drayton Hall. The front 
portion of the property first filled in on the west side of the main avenue. In the following 
years the same pattern happens on the east side of the main avenue. It started at the far 
east side of the property working its way towards the main avenue. Based on evidence, 
there are no conclusions as to why the people on the west side of the main avenue 
moved first causing the area to fill in first. Possibly these were the homes of residents 
less known, potentially a more transient population. An interesting finding evaluating the 
aerial images is the area north of the burial grounds was last to infill. Looking at current 
aerials, the “new” growth of trees can be seen in the different coloration of the tree 
canopy. When compared overlaying the 1939 aerial, the “new” growth correlates (Figure 
5.8). 
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 Figure 5.7. Comparison of aerial 
photography from 1939 to 1979. 
Top left: 1939, Top right: 1949, 
Middle lett: 1954, Middle right: 
1963, Bottom: 1979   
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 The evolution of settlement pattern post-mining is the result of the African 
American community leaving the property and the Drayton’s response of allowing open 
land to be filled in with trees. Population decline and departure was not the sole reason 
for filling in the landscape, but it was clearly a contributing factor. There was no available 
information explaining the Drayton’s twentieth-century landscaping projects. Additional 
research on this subject matter would contribute to the explanation for infill.  The overall 
post-mining settlement arrangement is a continuation of what was established during the 
postbellum period. Dwellings were still located off Macbeth Road and dispersed allowing 
for individual families to have land and privacy from neighbors. The community, not 
including the phosphate miners, was small to begin with therefore any change does not 
seem as drastic as the antebellum to postbellum shift. However, families leaving over 
the course of fifty years was impactful to the overall landscape. The addition of forested 
Figure 5.8. Left: Approximate location of cleared areas are bounded in yellow. This was 
determined by identifying the darker shade of green tree canopy on a current aerial of Drayton 
Hall. Right: The 1939 aerial photograph overlaid with the cleared areas. 
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lands is a reflection of twentieth century decisions made by both the African American 
families that had called a part of Drayton Hall home as well as the Drayton family.  
 
Population  
Population is a difficult topic to trace during the colonial/antebellum periods 
because there is an uncertainty about the accuracy of slave inventories. It is not known if 
lists are complete, if they represent a particular plantation, or summarize all of an 
owner’s plantations. Despite that uncertainty, slave inventories and plantation records 
are an important source for understanding evolution of slave communities. Drayton 
Hall’s enslaved population ranged in numbers between twenty-two and 110. In the eras 
of John and son Charles, the enslaved population ranged between twenty and forty. The 
increase in number of enslaved started shortly after Charles’ death in 1820. The 
population quickly rose to sixty-nine people, peaking at 110 in 1828. The population 
decreased around the 1840s, increasing again to ninety enslaved c. 1850. The late 
1850s into 1860 brought the next decline that maintained itself leading up to the Civil 
War. This was a result of enslaved being sold or conveyed to other Drayton family 
members. In the 1860 U.S Census, thirty-two enslaved were accounted for at Drayton 
Hall.  
Interestingly, the shifting population seemed to have little impact on the 
settlement. There are no plantation records for Drayton Hall indicating there was ever a 
need for additional housing for a growing enslaved population, or that housing was 
reduced for that matter. This could mean the settlement remained largely unchanged, as 
explained in a previous chapter. The enslaved may have been forced to adjust to 
existing housing. It could also be that some enslaved lived within the main house. It is 
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known that in 1820, before his death, Charles moved house servants into the main 
house. After 1820 this pattern could have continued, alleviating housing pressures when 
the population reached to ninety.   
Moving into the postbellum era the population continued to fluctuate. However, 
these shifts were associated with phosphate mining. At the height of the industry there 
were seventy free African Americans working as miners. It is likely the number of 
laborers stayed fairly consistent as mining at Drayton Hall was prosperous. Aside from 
the mining labor force, a newly emancipated African American community had 
established themselves as permanent residents at Drayton Hall. Using U.S Census 
records and recollections from oral histories, the number of families were small in 
number. Many families lived on the property for long periods of time, decades in some 
cases. The largest number of houses that appeared on any map was in 1900. The 
fifteen houses imply there were that many families. However, families ranged in 1900 
from one resident, Nanny Notes, to the Bowens family of twelve. Based on families 
discussed in oral histories and the 1900 U.S Census, there are six known families which 
equaled twenty-five residents. Relying on the same sources, there was a comparable 
number of people living on the property in 1910.  
Based on U.S Census data, and knowing with certainty the few families that lived 
on the property, the decline in population started in 1920. Only twelve people are known 
to have lived on the property in 1920. The number was back up to eighteen by 1930, and 
down to eleven in 1940. The anomaly in 1920 could be attributed to families not being 
around when census workers documented households. In 1920, it is known the Bowens 
and Mayes families were on the property but neither of them are listed in the 1920 U.S 
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Census. However, the drop from eighteen to eleven people over the course of ten years 
is reflective of that decline over time. In the 1960s, the last resident left the property.  
Slave inventories and U.S Census records should continue to be evaluated 
(Figure 5.9). Further evaluation of these records will continue to confirm number of 
enslaved, freed laborers and tenants that lived at Drayton Hall. A deeper look at the 
slave inventories may provide insight into how long a particular individual lived on the 
property. While it is important to identify who lived on the property within the three 
significant time periods identified, the most valuable information is finding connections 
between the eras – colonial/antebellum to postbellum and postbellum to post-mining. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Housing 
 Much of the discussion on housing has been referred to in the previous two 
sections. All three topics are intertwined, both the settlement arrangement and 
population size informing type of housing to a great degree. Interpretation of the Glover 
Figure 5.9. Graph depicts the change in population from the 1770s to 1960s. 
This is based on interpretation of slave inventories and U.S Census records. 
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plat is a settlement of ten dwellings plus driver’s house. Sixty years later, the number of 
houses had not changed. The 1860 U.S Census accounts for ten slave houses on the 
property. It is interesting that there was a major increase in number of enslaved in the 
late 1820s and again c. 1850, however, no records indicate additional houses 
constructed to accommodate a larger population. Sources, or lack thereof, point to no 
changes in number of houses. The c. 1850 list which named ninety enslaved divided 
them by number of house, of which there were twenty-two. The explanation of this is not 
necessarily twenty-two individual houses. It is likely plantation records would have noted 
if the number of slave houses doubled. It is plausible the ten existing, plus driver’s, 
houses were subdivided. This could be physically divided with a partition or simply 
provided house numbers as a way of organization.  
The size of the dwellings is also an important factor in tracing community 
evolution. Academics argue varying time periods of when the size of dwellings for the 
enslaved changed. Typical slave dwelling dimensions c.1800 range sixteen feet by 
twelve to fourteen feet. According to the Glover plat the dwellings were slightly larger at 
Drayton Hall. The notations indicate the dwellings were sixteen feet wide by twenty feet 
long. The larger dwellings could have been motivated by the same idea of efficiency 
seen in the settlement arrangement. Having larger but fewer houses utilizes less land 
area. It also reduces quantity of building materials. The larger houses also allowed more 
space for a fluctuating enslaved population. 
 A caretaker’s house was built on the property c. 1870 and still sits on the 
property currently being used as an interpretive space. It is the only intact remnant of 
postbellum housing. The house measures approximately thirteen feet wide by twenty-
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five feet wide.152 Interestingly, the house does not measure that much larger than the 
slave dwellings shown on the Glover plat. It is difficult to say if the dimensions of the 
slave dwellings had any influence on the housing provided for the African American 
community, as well as the phosphate miners, who remained on the property. Was there 
a standard in housing for miners? Did this also translate into housing provided for the 
permanent residents at Drayton Hall? How much influence did the Drayton’s have in the 
type of housing? Additional research into these types of housing questions would be 
beneficial in understanding housing evolution, especially in the postbellum era (Figure 
5.10). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                 
152 Moon, The Caretaker’s House. 12. 
Figure 5.10. Graph depicts the change in housing between 1790 and the 
1950s. The housing count in 1900 only takes into consideration number of 
housing for the permanent residents, and does not include housing for miners. 
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Further Investigation 
  This thesis raised additional questions about the evolution of the enslaved and 
African American communities of Drayton Hall. The need for additional investigation 
centers around the Glover plat, the BG Field, and the years directly following the Civil 
War. Future research will continue to bring into focus how these communities 
transitioned over time and their impacts on the landscape.  
 A starting point for further examination is the Glover plat, the most significant 
piece of evidence regarding the enslaved community and the arrangement of their 
settlement. Preliminary investigation determined that of the three possible candidates 
Joseph Glover, Jr. most probably authored the plan. However, that assumption is based 
on research thus far. Additional research would confirm the author and help date the 
plat. Areas of further investigation include:   
 Determining which Joseph Glover drew the Drayton Hall plat. 
 Researching other plat collections to see if Glover produced others similar to 
the one created for Drayton Hall. 
 Professional examination of the plat by a conservator to test the materials, 
paper, and ink to confirm a date of when the plat was created. 
 
 Aside from the Glover plat, efforts in further exploration should be focused on the 
area of the BG Field. A walking survey of the African American Cemetery, the area 
opposite the cemetery, and Macbeth Road was completed for this thesis. Points were 
taken for burials, house ruins, and landscape anomalies. Data was also collected for the 
walking path taken during the survey (Appendix D). Additional walking surveys would be 
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useful. However, an archaeological survey of the area would be more beneficial in 
advancing research of this portion of the property. Areas of further investigation include:   
 Continuing to ground-truth utilizing the survey conducted for this thesis. An 
overlay of historic maps provides an idea of a location for the settlement 
including areas of interest - housing, the Driver’s house site and well (See 
Appendix D.26). 
 Delineate a boundary of the BG Field with posts or temporary markers to 
create a general survey area.153 
 Complete an archaeological survey of the BG Field to locate any evidence of 
the settlement and postbellum housing being within the area, as well as 
antebellum and postbellum artifacts.154 
 Methods of investigation could include shovel test pits and ground 
penetrating radar (GPR) in cleared areas. 
 Utilize light detection and ranging (LiDAR) imagery to evaluate the BG Field; 
Curators of Drayton Hall should keep up to date with the most current LiDAR 
available, and consider having an independent company specializing in 
LiDAR complete a scan of the area.155    
 Complete a more intensive survey of Macbeth Road and remnants of tenant 
housing along of the road.  
                                                 
153 Wooden posts currently mark the two corners of the BG Field along the main avenue. 
Knowing the area was ten acres, the opposite corners can be determined. Those corners were 
not initially marked due to the area being heavily wooded and not accessible to the public. 
Information provided by Carter C. Hudgins, President and CEO of Drayton Hall Preservation 
Trust. 
154 Archaeological work being completed at Monticello could be used as a reference in carrying 
out a survey of the BG Field. Their website includes access to technical reports and a digital 
archaeological archive. https://www.monticello.org/site/research-and-collections/monticello-
archaeology   
155 Interestingly, the cemetery is located in the highest portion of the property. Current LiDAR 
does not provide clear imagery of this area. 
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 Review of all plats and maps of Drayton land holdings, such as Jehossee, for 
connections and similarities between those properties and the BG Field and 
cemetery.  
  
Another important topic in need of further investigation is the short time span of 
1865-1870. This was a crucial time for Drayton Hall’s newly Emancipated. Being able to 
answer questions from this time period would fill in the missing gap of that critical time 
period as the African American community shifted from antebellum to postbellum. Areas 
of further investigation include:   
 How many emancipated stayed on the property at Drayton Hall? The 1870 
U.S Census should be examined closer for connections between Drayton 
Hall’s plantation records and the 1880 U.S Census. 
 How long were former slave dwellings utilized before new housing was built? 
 
A second component to the previously stated investigation would be continued 
research into the postbellum African American community. A considerable amount of 
research has been completed by Toni Carrier and Cameron Moon’s providing insightful 
information on the phosphate mining industry at Drayton Hall, African American 
community members, and what tenant housing may have looked like. Areas of further 
investigation include:   
 The intertwined relationship between the African American community that 
established themselves as permanent residents at Drayton Hall and the 
phosphate mining community. 
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 How housing differed between the permanent community and more transient 
miners. Was there standard housing for miners provided by the mining 
companies, and did they provide housing for the permanent residents as 
well? 
 What were the Drayton’s involvement in the decision making as far as 
housing and where it was located on the property? As a starting point, 
Cameron Moon’s research touches on this topic.  
 
The last area in need to additional research is a study of Drayton Hall and the 
surrounding area in the 1940s. The African American community saw a steep decline in 
residents moving off the property. Tied to the decline was the infill of vegetation in the 
area once occupied by the African American community. Areas of further investigation 
include:   
 What was happening in the 1940s that led to residents moving – jobs, desire 
for more property, etc.? 
 Was there a deliberate landscape plan implemented by the Drayton’s? 
 
Summary 
Among the greenery lining the main avenue, near the entrance and east of the 
unpaved road, is a somewhat hidden cemetery. It does not look like much at first glance. 
A cleared trail leads to a few grave markers. The tree covered burial grounds has a long-
lasting history despite the twentieth century grave markers. The earliest evidence of the 
cemetery is on the late eighteenth century Glover plat. It is likely the cemetery predates 
the plat. The area was labeled “BG Field 10 acres.” No explanation accompanied the 
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label. Supporting documentation by the Drayton’s referred to the area as the burying 
grounds confirming the use of land. The mere ten acres, a small portion of land within a 
large plantation, held great significance to some. It was sacred grounds reserved as the 
final resting place for Drayton Hall’s enslaved community. In the decades to follow, 
postbellum and twentieth century African American community members would be 
buried in the same location. Over the course of 200 years, the African American 
community at Drayton Hall interred their family, friends and neighbors on the property. 
Beyond the significance as a burial ground, the ten acres played a larger role for 
the enslaved and postbellum African American communities. It was the foundation of 
their evolving community. It cannot be said with complete certainty that the enslaved 
community lived within the bounds of the burying grounds. However, several sources 
point to the fact that it should be considered as a possible location for the settlement. 
What reinforces this idea is the continuing occupation of the burying grounds by the 
postbellum African American community. Houses within the area of the cemetery 
remained while additional dwellings were built to the east and west. The twentieth 
century African American community continued to remain in the area until the last 
resident left in the 1960s. The evolution of their community was not just the difference of 
a compact settlement for the enslaved versus dispersed in the postbellum era. The 
transition included the utilization of land over time. There would have been benefits to 
the Drayton’s to reuse land previously established. Land was designated for a purpose, 
the burial grounds, and cleared. An area of the property that had an established 
community would not require additional land, or fields, to be reorganized. 
The parallel and intertwining story to the evolution in the African American 
community is the overall landscape transitions. The eighteenth-century burial grounds, 
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and possibly settlement, was confined to ten acres. Impacts to the landscape would 
have occurred within those ten acres. The postbellum community extended beyond the 
designated acreage. Wanting space and privacy, houses moved east along Macbeth 
Road, staying in line with the north side of the cemetery. Houses also expanded west of 
the main avenue, also aligning with the area of the burial grounds. This dispersed 
pattern was one impact to the landscape. The second effect was the slow decline in the 
African American community in the twentieth century. Over time, families left one-by-
one. Trees grew filling in once cleared land for housing.  
This “BG Field 10 acres” label on an eighteenth-century plat seems insignificant. 
However, it is crucial to the story of the enslaved and African American communities. 
The cemetery is the final resting place to an unknown number of unnamed people. 
Throughout its 200-year history, the burial grounds remained an important component of 
the African American community arrangement. With time, the cemetery became 
overgrown with trees. The area surrounding the cemetery, where houses once stood, 
turned into forested land. The results effects of slow development of the extensive tree 
canopy, a dominant character today. In many ways, the tree cover mirrors the rise and 
fall of the enslaved and African American communities.  
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Appendix A 
Joseph Glover 
 
 
Col. Joseph Glover (Sr.) (d. 1783) 
 August 5, 1783 (South Carolina Gazette and General Advertiser): ad (June 23, 
1783) by JG Senior looking for runaway boy, aged 14  
 November 28, 1807 (City Gazette and Daily Advertiser): death on 21st of Mrs. 
Ann Glover, the venerable relict of colonel Joseph Glover 
 
 
Joseph Glover, Jr. (d. 1806) (probable author of the Drayton Hall plat) 
 Mention of Glover – p.9 Return of the Commissioners, Sept. 23, 1773; name 
listed at bottom156 
 March 12, 1783 (South Carolina Weekly Advertiser): named on list of members 
of the “Honourable House to Representatives,” listed under St. Bartholomew’s 
Parish 
 Sept. 1783 (Supplement to South Carolina Gazette and General Advertiser): 
request by JG junr. For all having demands against the estate of Col. Joseph 
Glover, deceased, to send accounts 
 April 22, 1784: Thursday ? was marries at Santee, Joseph Glover, Esq; (son of 
the deceased Col. Joseph Glover) to Miss Betsey Jeanerette, daughter of the 
deceased Capt. John Jeanerette 
 January 11, 1790 (City Gazette or the Daily Advertiser): send demands of Peter 
Sinkler Esq. to JG in Charleston 
 April 11, 1806 (Charleston Courier): Joseph Glover, Esq. Died on 8th at his 
Plantation in Colleton District, 62(?) years; had 6 children 
 
 
Dr. Joseph Glover (son of JG, Jr.) 
 June 17, 1800 (South Carolina State Gazette and Timothy’s Daily Advertiser): 
June 3 “On Saturday last, the degree of Doctor of Medicine was ? with the usual 
forms upon the following gentlemen, in the university of this city, each of whom 
defeated a Thesis upon the subjects annexed by their respective names – 
Joseph Glover, of SC, of digestion 
 December 23, 1805 (Charleston Courier): ad of minutes from Medical Society, 
doctors check crew and slaves of ship Washington for measles, lists Joseph 
Glover 
                                                 
156 “Charles Fraser Book of Precedents, 1800-1890; Charles Fraser (1782-1860) was a lifelong 
resident of Charleston, South Carolina and a renowned artist known primarily for his miniatures of 
fellow Charlestonians. Starting in 1798, before delving full time into his art, Fraser studied law 
under John Julius Pringle, Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, and others, and was admitted to the bar 
in 1806. This Book of Precedents was apparently written by Fraser as a reference work for his 
legal studies. Compiled mostly from 1800 -1807, the book contains copies of writs, pleas and 
judgments and includes cases adjudicated from 1736-1819, almost all of which were heard in 
Charleston district courts.” Lowcountry Digital Library. 
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Land Being Seized and Sold as Property of Joseph Glover (Documents do not 
distinguish JG, Sr. from JG, Jr. in most cases) 
 December 1, 1791 (The State Gazette of South Carolina): add for 113 slaves 
“Seized and taken by virtue of sundry executions, as the property of Joseph 
Glover. A further description of the above premises will be given at the time of 
late.” (Sheriffs Sale) 
 January 26, 1792 (The State Gazette of South Carolina): “All the valuable tide 
swamp plantation situated on Pon-pon neck, on which are erected two 
settlements with every necessary out building, containing about nine hundred 
acres, one hundred and ten of which are under good bank, and two hundred 
acres more are swamp; the remainder good provision land – Seized and taken 
as the property of Joseph Glover. ALSO, About thirty Valuable negroes, taken as 
the property of Joseph Glover.” 
 March 5, 1792 (The State Gazette of South Carolina): “All that Valuable 
Plantation or parcel of land, situate, lying and being in St. James’s, Goose Creek, 
about twenty-two and one-half miles from Charleston, containing two thousand 
acres more or less on which is erected an elegant three story brick house, with 
every necessary out building; three hundred acres of which are good indigo and 
provision land – about the same quantity of rice land; the remainder well watered 
and timbered, and a range for stock equal to any in the state – Formerly the 
property of Joseph Glover.” 
o “Also at same time and place and in like manner will be sold, One 
Hundred and Fifty Negroes, Taken by virtue of sundry executions and 
mortgages, as the property of sundry persons.” (Sheriff’s Sale) 
 January 21, 1795 (Supplement to the City Gazette & Daily Advertiser): Wetee 
plantation, 2300 acres; Seized under execution, and to be sold as the property of 
Joseph Glover. 
 December 25, 1795 (Supplement to the City Gazette & Daily Advertiser): 
plantation/land in St. Bartholomew’s Parish, 280 acres; sold as the property of 
Joseph Glover 
 January 24, 1798 (City Gazette and Daily Advertiser): plantation being sold; 
“West, on Lands of the Estate of Joseph Glover, deceased.; names a Charles 
Glover (*this is more than likely referring to JG, Sr.) 
 
 
Sources: 
Lowcountry Digital Library 
America’s Historical News via Charleston County Public Library online database 
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Appendix B 
Slave Inventories 
 
November 26, 1778 “Gave Out Cloth to the Negroes for their Cloaths” 
c. 1800 “Sent to Santee” 
c. 1800 Slave Roster with Hands and Half Hands 
October 1822 “List of Negros” 
c. 1843 Slave Roster with Tools 
c. 1844 List of Hands and Fields 
c. 1850 Tax Return for Drayton Hall 
c. 1853 List of Slave Families at Drayton Hall 
1860 “Drayton Hall List for Negro Cloths and Blankets” (1) 
1860 “Drayton Hall List for Negro Cloths and Blankets” (2) 
U.S Census 1860 Drayton Hall 
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November 26, 1778 “Gave Out Cloth to the Negroes for their Cloaths” 
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c. 1800 “Sent to Santee, those marked (v) are not sent” 
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c. 1800 Slave Roster Naming “Hands” and “Half Hands” 
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October 1822 “List of Negros” 
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c. 1843 Slave Roster with Tools 
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c. 1844 List of Hands and Fields 
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c. 1850 Tax Return for Drayton Hall 
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c. 1853 Record of Enslaved at Drayton Hall Listed by Family 
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c. 1853 Record of Enslaved at Drayton Hall Listed by Family (continued) 
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1860 “Drayton Hall List for Negro Cloths and Blankets” (1) 
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1860 “Drayton Hall List for Negro Cloths and Blankets” (2) 
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U.S Census 1860 Drayton Hall 
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Appendix C 
Index of the Enslaved & African American Community, 1765 – 1960 
Apr. 
16, 
1765157 
1767158 1768159 1770160 1772161 1772-
1773162 
1775-
1779163 
Nov. 26, 
1778164 
J.D 
acquire 
8 
slaves 
35 slaves to 
Glen & 
Thomas 
James, 
carpente
r 
Toby James, 
carpent
er 
J.D 
bought 
104 
slaves 
Purchas
e of 7 at 
150/han
d 
Psyche 
 Already 
gave WM 
Hen 20 
slaves 
Toby, 
carpente
r 
Will Abraha
m, boy 
 Purchas
e of 10 
at 
200/han
d 
Bess 
(Psyche’s 
child) 
 Rachel  Abraham Will  Ned165 Juno 
 Old Beck, 
mother of 
Rachel, 
dead 
 James, 
carpenter 
Toby   Hannah 
(Juno’s 
child) 
 Phillis, sister 
of Old Beck 
 Quash    Rose 
 Tom      Jenn 
(Rose’s 
child) 
 Connerly, 
taylor 
     Hagar 
(Rose’s 
child) 
       Abr. 
(Rose’s 
child) 
       Nel. (Rose’s 
child) 
       Mary 
                                                 
157 12 May 1766; From Croft & Dart to John Drayton. Drayton Papers Collections. Box 2, Folder 
2. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
158 Genealogical and estate notes by John Drayton, 1767 April 8. Drayton Papers Collections. 
Box 2, Folder 2. Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
159 Account book, John Drayton, 1768-1779. Drayton Papers Collections. Box 3, Folder 1. 
Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
160 Account book, John Drayton, 1768-1779. Drayton Papers Collections. Box 3, Folder 1. 
Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
161 Account book, John Drayton, 1768-1779. Drayton Papers Collections. Box 3, Folder 1. 
Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
162 Account book, John Drayton, 1768-1779. Drayton Papers Collections. Box 3, Folder 1. 
Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
163 Income & Expense of Slave Labor – Drayton Papers 
164 “1778 Nov. 26 gave out Cloth to the Negroes for their cloaths” 
165 Note requesting the use of Ned by John Drayton. Drayton Papers Collections. Box 3, Folder 5. 
Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
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       Nov. 26, 
1778 
       Maryane 
       Dol 
       Sibi 
       Sarah 
Judith 
       Nat 
       Will 
       Poler 
       John 
       July 
       Sampson 
       Quash 
       Dembo 
 
1771-
1781166 
1784167 1785168 1791 1792 1793 1794 1795 
Seaboy Affy Boat 
Jack 
Quash Cimon & 
sons, 
carpenters 
Quash, 
carpenter 
Quash George, 
servant 
 Rachel   Ben, 
carpenter 
Ben, 
carpenter 
 Jack 
 George   Toby, 
carpenter 
Toby, 
carpenter 
 Quash, 
carpenter 
 Joe   Quash, 
carpenter 
Ben, 
prentice 
 Toby, 
carpenter 
 Hercules   44 adults* Cimon, 
prentice 
 Cimon, 
carpenter 
 Venus, 4 
children* 
  19 children*    
 Rose, 2 
children* 
  5 carpenters*    
 Dinah, an 
orphan* 
  3 boatmen*    
 *bought of 
Mrs. R. 
Drayton; 
Rebecca 
Perry 
Drayton? 
  *unsure 
which 
plantation 
   
 
 
                                                 
166 Medical journal, Charles Drayton I, 1777-1781. Drayton Papers Collections. Box 1, Folder 10. 
Drayton Hall, housed at the College of Charleston Libraries, Charleston, SC. 
167 CD Diaries – Feb. 7, 1784. 
168 CD Diaries – Sept. 27, 1784. 
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1796169 1797170 1798171 1799172 c. 1800173 c. 1800 (left)174 c. 1800 (right) 
Will 20 adults 
12 
infants 
Carolina, 
bricklayer 
Quash, 
carpenter 
Juno 
 
Joe, 23, 
carpenter 
Betty, 18 
Child 
Juno  
 
 Carolina Seaboy Toby, 
carpenter 
Nat Sancho, 18, 
carpenter 
Nat 
 Dick Exeter Cimon, 
carpenter 
Hannah Abraham, 30, 
carpenter, 
jobbing 
Hannah 
 Sandy Will  Philip Owen, 38 Philip 
 Toby   Lucy York, 36 Lucy 
 Jack   Psyche Venus, 20; Girl Psyche 
 
 Dary   Bess Cudjo, 28; Bess   
    John(?) Judie, 40; John 
    Rose Boy, 10; Girl, 4 Rose 
 
    Unah Cuffey, 25; Huck? 
    Abraham Sarah Abraham 
    Nel Quash, 26; Nell 
    Affy Caroline, 17 Affy 
    Mary Adam, 32; Mary 
    MaryAnne  Lucy, 28; 2 
children 
Maryanne 
    Dol Bristol; Dol 
    Sibi Franky, 20; 2 
children 
Sibi 
    Sarah Chubb, 55 Sarah 
    Captain Mol, elderly Captain 
    Beck Elsey, mother of 
Joan 
Beck 
    Belinda Joan, 30 Judith, house 
    Hagar 4 sons Belindah 
    Jenny Dinah, 45; Hagar 
    Affy Nelly, 17, 
daughter 
Jenny 
    Titus Molly; Son, 6 Affy 
    Sally Adam, 18 Titus 
    Phyllis Will, 23 Sally 
     Daniel, 32 Phillis 
    Quash Sampson, 35 Quash 
    Nancy Hunter, 40 (?) Nancy 
    Dye Prince, 14 Dye 
                                                 
169 CD Diaries – Mar. 1, 1796. 
170 CD Diaries – January and April 1797. 
171 CD Diaries – 1798. 
172 CD Diaries – Aug. 26, 1799. 
173 “Sent to Santee” 
174 “List of Hands and Half Hands” 
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    c. 1800 c. 1800 (left) c. 1800 (right) 
    Dembo Flora, 20 Dembo 
    Noble Sarah, 30 Noble 
    Moses Affy Titus Moses 
    Bever Titus, 32; Affy; 
Girl 
Bever 
    Harry Dembo, 36; Dye Harry 
    *Not Sent Jenny Sampson 
     Prince, 26 carp; 
Wife, 23 
Bob 
     Abner, ?, carp, 
16 
Bess, house 
     Cyrus, 32; Betty, 
28; Child 
Hercules 
      Benjamin 
      Joe, house 
      Bran, house 
      Affy, house 
 
1801 1802 1804 1805 1806 1807 1808 1809175 
Quash, 
carpenter 
Quash, 
carpenter 
Peggie, 
field to 
house 
Toby 13 hand 
from Sava. 
to DH for 
field work 
Old Toby, 
carpenter, 
died 
Billy brought 
to DH to 
remain until 
May 
Quash 
Toby, 
carpenter 
Toby, 
carpenter 
Affy, 
house 
servant 
Philip  Venus, 
Toby’s 
wife, died 
Peter  
Cimon, 
carpenter 
Cimon, 
carpenter 
Phillis, 
laborer, 
laid in 
   Nelly  
2 boys, 
carpenters 
 Diana, 
laid in 
   Sampson  
  Carolina, 
bricklayer 
   Carolina  
  Sue, laid 
in 
   Cimon  
  Exeter      
  Emanuel      
  Jack      
  Ciss, lay 
in 
     
 
 
 
                                                 
175 All references are from Charles Drayton Diaries 
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1811 1812 1813 1816 1817 1818 1819176 1820177 
Cimon, 
died 
Arakias, 
job 
carpentry 
Nella, 
cooper, wife 
& 3 boys 
given to 
daughter 
Quash, 
carpenter 
George, 
Bustler, 
died 
Quash 
(Jeho.) 
Groom 
Jack, 
died 
Harry 
James Cimon 
the 2 
Kinsale Kias, 
carpenter 
Fanny, 
George 
wife, 
died 
 Beck, 
old 
washer, 
died 
Sally 
Peggie Quash, 
carpenter 
Caesar 
(Jeho.) 
Cimon Tom, 
driver 
  Caesar 
Quash, 
carpenter, 
died at 
Sava. 
John, 
carpenter 
Quash  Judy & 
infant 
  Will 
 Ben?, 
carpenter 
Grace  Exeter   Abbey 
 I?, 
carpenter 
Philis, 
daughter of 
Grace, died 
 William   Diana 
 Abraham      William 
       Daniel 
       Grace 
       Rachael 
       Jacob 
       Nella 
       Caesar 
       Peggy 
       James 
       Thomas 
       Jack 
       Caesar 
       Phillis 
       Joe 
       Exeter 
       Hannah 
       Billy 
       Emanuel 
       Cifs 
       Jack 
       Judy 
       Cifs 
       Beck 
       Isreal 
       Grace 
       Judy 
       Phillis 
                                                 
176 CD diaries 
177 Charles Drayton Inventory, 1820. File provided by curators at Drayton Hall. 
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       Child 
       1820 
       Jack 
       Hercules 
       Rial 
       Pomfey 
       Annett 
       Will 
       John 
       Judy 
 
Oct. 1822 Oct. 1822 
(cont.)178 
1823179 1828180 1836181 1838182 c.1843183 
Jim John Emanuel, 2 
children 
110 slaves Jibi, died Peter Jenny 
Harry Tate   Old Jenah? Sam Nanny 
Sam Beck   Ceaser  Lizzey 
Jack Abraham 
(Beck)? 
  Old May  Nelle 
Charles Mary 
(Beck)? 
  Jack  Bess 
Saturday Ansel   Jenny  Phoebe 
Tuesday Harriott   Hercules  Rose 
? Patience   Thomas  Beck 
Quash Abel 
(Patience) 
  Cyeus  Clarinda 
Big Toney Charlotte 
(Pat’s) 
  Dia & 2 
children 
sold 
 Daphne 
Philanda? Sally     Sally 
Little 
Toney 
Child 
Benjamin 
(Sally) 
    Sue 
Boy Sye? August     Venus 
Adam Cate     Joan 
Butcher 
Cate 
Hannah     Bella 
Mary Child Sam 
(Hannah) 
    Sue 
Molly Sibby     Grace 
Mindah? Rentia     Renty 
Phillis 
(Mary) 
Summerset     Cujoe 
                                                 
178 “List of Negros” 
179 Drayton Papers 
180 Taxes St. Andrews 
181 Drayton Papers 
182 Drayton Papers 
183 Drayton Papers 
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1822 1822     c. 1843 
Adam 
(Mary) 
John     Joe 
Patty Robert     Robin 
? (Patty) Rachael     Kit 
Nancy 
(Patty) 
Harry     Kit 
Beck 
(Patty) 
Phoebe     Dick 
Judy Lucy     Thomas 
Child Jim 
(Judy) 
Thomas     Nella 
Charlotte Nancy      
Cinder 
(Charlotte) 
Dye      
Caty 
(Charlotte) 
Polly      
Chloe Binah      
Child 
John 
(Chloe) 
Sam      
Lizette Pomfey      
Child 
Bellah 
(Lizette) 
Betty      
Little Mary Harriott      
 
Oct. 1844 Oct. 1844 
(cont.)184 
c. 1844185 c. 1850186 c. 1853187 c. 1853  Jan. 24, 
1858188 
Renty Lipsey Mary Isaac* Annette, 1 Abraham, 
11 
Beck & 
Infant 
Sue Carolina Dee Beck* John, 1 Mary, 11 Dick 
Frank Kitt Hannah Nelley* Judy, 1 Tom, 12 Tyrah 
Georgiana Rose Phoebe Bep?* Juba, 2 Phoebe, 12 Kate 
Kingsail Henry Betty Tyrah* Quash, 2 Mary, 12 Issac 
Delia Jack Beck Cate* Pompy, 2 Hannah, 13 Charlie 
Tetty James Sue Issac* Eliza, 2 Robin, 13 Issac, 
house 
servant 
Thomas Kate Sue Mary* Ned, 3 Kitty, 14, 
sold 
Tom 
Joany? Jane Jenny Hester?* Beck, 3 Rose, 14, 
sold 
Phoeby 
Peggy Simon Tetty Charley* William, 3 Henry, 14 Joe 
                                                 
184 CD II Inventory. Carrier, Things Seen and Unseen. 53. 
185 “List of Hands and Fields” 
186 Drayton Papers 
187 List of 90 Enslaved, 22 houses 
188 Drayton Papers 
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1844 1844 c. 1844 1850 c. 1853 c. 1853 1858 
Joan Beck Binah *house 
servant 
Lipy, 3 Jack, 14 Nelly & 
Infant 
Juba Captain Affy  Tyrah, 3 James, 14 Dianna 
Quash Kias Rose Tom** Kate, 3 Kate, 14, 
sold 
William 
Pompey Aberdeen Cinda Ned** Venus, 3 Jane, 14, 
sold 
Lizzy 
Eliza Simon Ciss Nelley** Mary, 4 Daphne, 
15, sold 
Miley 
Annette Clarinda ? Miley** Hester, 4 Toby, 15 Mary 
John Rinah Rose Charley** Charley, 4 Sam, 15, 
sold 
Jenny 
Judy Daphne Bess ** servant – 
working out 
Joseph, 5 John, 15, 
sold 
Hannah 
Jenny Toby Grace  Issace, 5 Simon, 16 Bess 
Nelly Sam Bess Quash Rose, 5 Beck, 16 Moses 
Charley John Daphne  Dianna, 5 Captain, 16  
Abraham Thomas Sylvia  Renty, 6, 
sold 
Kias, 16, 
sold 
 
Bess Sally Auba  Sue, 6, 
sold 
Aberdeen, 
16, sold 
 
Stephney Betsy Sibi  Frank, 6, 
sold 
Simon, 16, 
sold 
 
Hannah Billy Mary  Georgian, 
6, sold 
Clarinda, 
17 
 
Hannah Nellar Grace  Kingsail, 6, 
sold 
Rinah, 17  
Robin Sue Sampson  Delia, 6, 
sold 
Thomas, 
18 
 
Tom Peters Cyrus  Tetty, 6, 
sold 
Sally, 18  
Phoebe Venus Cudjoe  Thomas, 7, 
sold 
Betsy, 18  
Mary Ned Ned  Joany?, 7, 
sold 
Billy, 18  
Nanny Joe Frank  Ceasar, 7, 
sold 
Nellar, 19  
Patty Dinah Abraham  Doll, 7, sold Sue, 19  
Amelia Rose Nella  James, 8, 
sold 
Peter, 19  
  Rente  Grace, 8, 
sold 
Venus, 19  
  John  Peggy, 8, 
sold 
Nanny, 20  
  Nat  Joan, 8, 
sold 
Patty, 20  
  Pompey  Cow Joe, 9 Amelia, 20  
  Cesar  Nanny, 9 Bess, 21  
  Peter, boy  Simon, 9 Stefny, 21  
  Thomas,  Joe, 9 Hannah, 21  
 119 
boy 
  Sam, boy  Mily, 9 Lipy, 22  
  c. 1844  c. 1853 c. 1853  
  Emanuel, 
boy 
 William, 10 Carolina, 
22 
 
  Tenah, bird 
minder 
 Jenny, 10 Joe  
  Sar., nurse  Joe, 10, 
sold 
Scpio?  
  Dick  Nelly, 10   
  Joan & Kit  
(diff. list) 
 Charley, 10   
 
1850-
1860 
1850-1860 
(cont.)189 
c.1850190 1860 1860 
(cont.)191 
July 
1860192 
1862 
Driver 
Frank 
Jonas?, 6 
(Rinah) 
Frank, 35 Frank, 
driver 
Bess 
(town) 
1, 35, M, B 
(Frank) 
Edward, 
80s193 
Jack Pendra, 8 
(Cloie) 
Linnon?, 40 Dick Sabrina 
(town) 
1, 45, M, B 
(Dick) 
 
Loudons? Christina, 4 
(Cloie) 
Moses, 14 Linnon? Hannah 
(town) 
1, 40, M, B 
(Linnon) 
 
Moses Baby 
(Cloie) 
K. Joe, 25 Moses Bella 
(town) 
1, 14, M, B 
(Moses) 
 
K. Joe Hector, 12 
(Cloie) 
Joe, 25 K. Joe Peggy 
(Cloie) 
1, 25, M, B 
(Joe K) 
 
Caesar Hariot, 6, 
(Nanny) 
Caesar, 14 Joe Pendra 
(Cloie) 
1, 27, M, B 
(Joe) 
 
Joe Jena, 1 
(Nanny) 
Harry, 14 Caesar Christina 
(Cloie) 
1, 12, M, B 
(Caesar) 
 
Harry Sarah, 6 
(Judy) 
Hector, 12 Harry Affey 
(Cloie) 
1, 14, M, B 
(Harry) 
 
Paris Mary, 4 
(Judy) 
Charles, 25 Hector Baby 
(Cloie) 
1, 12, M, B 
(Hector) 
 
Hector Celia, 2 
(Judy) 
Soloman, 
28 
Charley Hariot 
(Nanny) 
1, 24, M, B 
(Charles) 
 
William Ned (town) Simon, 30 Skye Jena 
(Nanny) 
1, 28, M, B 
(Soloman) 
 
Charley Carolina 
(town) 
Pompy, 20 Simon Ruby? 
(Nanny) 
1, 30, M, B 
(Simon) 
 
Skye? Charley 
(town) 
Skye, 60 Able Sr Ben (Linda) 1, 20, M, B 
(Pompy) 
 
Simon Mary 
(town) 
Nanny, 30 Able Jr Cyrus 
(Linda) 
1, 65, M, B 
(Skye) 
 
                                                 
189 “DH List of Negro Cloths for Men, Women & Children, 1850-1860” 
190 “DH Tax Return c. 1850,” Drayton Papers 
191 “DH List for Negro Cloths & Blankets, 1860” 
192 July 1860 U.S Census; Names not included in Census, this is a guess based on DH plantation 
records 
193 Runaway, belongs to John Wilson of DH; Charleston Daily Courier, May 10, 1862 
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1850-
1860 
1850-1860 
(cont.) 
c.1850 1860 1860 
(cont.) 
July 1860  
Pompey, 
house 
servant 
Nelly 
(town) 
Cloie, 40 Nanny, Dr 
wife 
Luman? 
(Linda) 
1, 30, F, B 
(Nanny) 
 
Kit, house 
servant 
Nelly 
(town) 
Jenny, 60 Cloie Francis 
(Bess) 
1, 35, F, B 
(Cloie) 
 
Driver 
Nanny 
(wife) 
Patty 
(town) 
Nanny, 45 Nanny Samuel 
(Bess) 
1, 60, F, B 
(Jenny) 
 
Rinah Hester 
(town) 
Amelia, 
15? 
Jenny Will (Bess) 1, 45, F, B 
(Nanny) 
 
Cloie Bess 
(town) 
Linda, 28 Rose Cyrus 
(Bess) 
1, 16, F, B 
(Amelia) 
 
Nanny Bess 
(town) 
Diana, 45 Amelia Robert 
(Bess) 
1, 28, F, B 
(Linda) 
 
Jenny Bella 
(town) 
Judy, 39 Linda Baby 
(Sabrina) 
1, 45, F, B 
(Diana) 
 
Amelia Sabrina 
(town) 
Peggy, 12 Linda? Emma 
(Hannah) 
1, 38, F, B 
(Judy) 
 
Linda Hannah 
(town) 
Pendra, 9 Kit, house 
boy 
JoAnn 
(Hannah) 
1, 12, F, B 
(Peggy) 
 
Judy, 
house 
servant 
Cyrus, 4 
(Bess, 
town) 
Christina, 5 Pompy, 
house boy 
J. Ann (?) + 
2 names 
1, 9, F, B 
(Pendra) 
 
Juba, 
house 
servant 
Loudon, 3 
(Bess, 
town) 
Baby, 1 Judy (town) Mary 
(Judy) 
1, 5, F, B 
(Christina) 
 
A?, house 
servant 
? (Nelly, 
town) 
Hariet, 7 Juba (town) Leila (Judy) 1, 1, F, B 
(Baby) 
 
Dina, 
house 
servant 
Bell? 
(Nelly, 
town) 
Jenna, 2 Diana 
(town) 
 1, 7, F, B 
(Hariet) 
 
Francis 
x2, house 
servant 
 ?, ? Nelly 
(town) 
 1, 2, F, B 
(Jena) 
 
  ?, 5   1, 3, F, B  
  Celia, 3   1, 2, F, B   
     1, 5, F, B 
(Mary) 
 
     1, 3, F, B 
(Celia) 
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1879 1880194 1884 1885 1900195 1910196 
Hardtimes 
Jenkins died 
May 24, 
1879; 
gunshot 
wound on 
22nd at DH 
Richard Dyall, 
head, laborer 
70 free 
African 
American 
laborers; 
150 convicts 
E. Jones died 
December 
1885 at DH 
after struck 
due to fight 
Willis 
Johnson, 
head; rent, 
house 
Richard 
Doyle, head; 
rent, house 
William 
Manigault 
accused of 
shooting 
Jenkins at 
DH 
Rose Dyall, 
wife, keeping 
house 
 William Joiner 
accused of 
hitting Jones 
with a spade 
after fight with 
different 
person at DH 
Cleveland 
Johnson, 
brother (1885-
1926);  
buried at DH 
Rosa Doyle, 
wife 
 
 L(Q)uash 
Mote, self 
  Annie 
Johnson, 
sister 
Mollie 
(Malsey) 
Doyle, 
daughter 
 Nancy Mote, 
wife 
  Ceasar 
Bowen, head; 
rent, farm 
Charles 
Doyle, son 
 Friday 
Johnson, self 
  Ellen Bowen, 
wife 
Linnie 
Doyle, 
daughter 
 Eliza 
Johnson, wife 
  Richmond 
Bowen, son 
Samuel 
Doyle, son 
 Elizabeth 
Johnson, 
daughter 
  Charlie 
Bowen, son 
Henry 
Doyle, son 
 Catherine 
Johnson, 
daughter 
  Samuel 
Bowen, son 
Richard 
Doyle, son 
 Eliza 
Johnson, 
daughter 
  Allen Bowen, 
son 
 
Helen Bones 
(Bowens), 
head; rent, 
house 
 Willis 
Johnson, son 
  Joseph 
Bowen, son 
Allen 
Bowens, son 
 Caesar 
Bowen, self 
  Isaiah Bowen, 
son 
Issac 
Bowens, son 
 Ella Bowen, 
wife 
  Elsise Bowen, 
daughter 
Ida Bowens, 
daughter 
 Mary Bowen, 
daughter 
  Azeline 
Bowen, 
daughter 
Lizzie 
Bowens, 
daughter 
 Charles 
Bowen, son 
  Lizzie A 
Bowen, 
Richmond 
Bowens, son 
                                                 
194 CCPL Historical Newspaper Database 
1951900 U.S Census 
196 1910 U.S Census 
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daughter 
 1880 1884 1885 1900 1910 
 Henry Bowen, 
son 
  Henny 
Bowen, 
daughter 
Anna 
Bowens, 
daughter-in-
law 
 Julila Bowen, 
daughter 
  Bertha/Martha 
Hollma, head; 
rent house 
Hersal 
Bowens, 
grandson 
 
 Richmond 
Bowen, son 
  Dana 
Jackson, 
daughter-in-
law 
Samuel 
Bowens, son 
    Daniel 
Jackson, 
stepson 
Lily Bowens, 
wife 
    Lillie Jackson, 
stepdaughter 
Ezeikel May, 
head; rent, 
farm 
    Martha 
Jackson, 
stepdaughter 
Harriett May, 
wife 
    Nancy Note, 
head; rent, 
house 
 
    Ezekiel 
Mayes, head; 
rent, house 
 
    Hariet Mayes, 
wife 
 
 
1920197 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 
Dan Dennis, 
head; own, farm 
 
John Hipp, 
56, DH; 
newspaper 
death record 
6.5.1925 
 
Lawrence 
Brisbee 
(John's I) & 
Sarah 
Haynes 
(DH); 
Marriage 
License; 
9.16.1926 
Thomas 
Cohen (DH) 
& Etta 
Jefferson 
(Hampton); 
Marriage 
License; 
4.21.1927 
 
Robert 
Johnson 
(DH) & 
Rebecca 
Fraser 
(DH); 
Marriage 
License; 
10.18.1928 
Ezekiel 
Mayes living 
on DH; news 
article about 
death at 
Millbrook, 
Mayes 
witness; 
07.06.1929 
Martha Dennis, 
wife 
 
   Ben Gibbs, 
30, DH; 
newspaper 
death 
record 
10.24.1928 
 
                                                 
197 1920 U.S Census 
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1920      
Robert Mciver, 
head; own 
     
Ella Mciver, wife      
David Mciver, 
son 
     
Earniest mciver, 
son 
     
Arthur Mciver, 
son 
     
Sammie Mciver, 
son 
     
Isrel Hazel, 
head; own 
     
Martha Hazel, 
wife 
     
Dinnah Holmon, 
head; own 
     
Jacobs Holman, 
son 
     
 
1930198 1930 1932 1933 1934 
Ezekiel, 
head; rented, 
$2, farm 
 
Dan Dennis, Jr. 
of DH shot in leg 
by 15 yr boy; 
news 
01.06.1928 
 
Dan Dennis of DH 
involved in car 
accident; news 
01.28.1932 
 
E.J. Garnett, 
DH; named for 
clear record for 
Atlantic Coast 
Line RR Co; 
news 
04.08.1933 
Leroy 
Washington & 
Evelyn Johnson 
of DH; Marriage 
License; 
06.21.1934 
 
Anna, wife 
 
 Richard Howard of 
DH witness in 
murder case; news 
03.18.1832 
 
Ben Brown & 
Jestine Doctor 
of DH; Marriage 
License; 
07.27.1933 
(1940 Census) 
Robert Platt of 
DH sister and 
niece visit; news 
09.06.1934 
 
Hershall 
Bowens, 
stepson 
 
 Ezekiel Mays 
arrested/prohibition; 
also William Wright 
(Middleton), John 
Western, Archie 
Leach; news 
04.03.1932 
Louisa Green, 
10, & Alicia 
Miller, 9, of DH 
injured in car 
accident; news 
07.30.1933 
Arthur Lee 
Oliver born, son 
of Joseph Oliver 
of DH; news 
12.27.1934 
 
Franklin 
Bowens, 
stepson 
 
    
Emilee 
Bowens, 
    
                                                 
198 1930 U.S Census 
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stepdaughter 
 
Lucile 
Bowens, 
stepdaughter 
    
1930     
Rosanna 
Mayes, 
daughter 
    
Sadie Mayes, 
daughter 
    
Robert 
McKiever, 
head; rented, 
$3 
    
Rosa 
McKiever, 
wife 
    
Ernest 
McKiever, 
son 
    
Arthur 
McKiever, 
son 
    
Ineal Hazel, 
head; rented, 
$2 
    
Martha 
Hazel, wife 
    
Jacob Hazel, 
son 
    
Tom  
Sachampque, 
head 
    
  
1935 1936 1937 1938 1939 
Charlie Gordon 
of DH hit teen in 
car accident; 
news 
01.15.1935 
Charlie Gordon 
of DH hit teen in 
car accident; 
news 
01.15.1935 
Lee Henry Davis 
& Lillie Davis of 
DH; Marriage 
License; 
01.17.1936 
 
Turner Mikell, 
56, DH, SA 
Parish; 
newspaper 
death record 
01.12.1937 
 
Victoria Miller, 
18, of DH treat 
for snake bite; 
news 
04.22.1938 
 
Joseph Blye of 
"DH Section" 
stole bike from 
Joseph Brown; 
news 
05.16.1939  
 
John Miller & 
Elouise Jones of 
DH; Marriage 
License; 
09.12.1935 
Louis Davis, 32, 
of DH injured on 
machine; news 
05.26.1936  
Anna Mayes, 44, 
DH; newspaper 
death record 
03.02.1937 
Lydia Johnson, 
38, of DH 
delivers triplets; 
news 
08.20.1938 
Lizzie Evans, 
funeral Aug. 16, 
1939; 
Internment DH, 
SC 
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1935 1936 1937 1938 1939 
Cain Miller (DH) 
& Ida Scott 
(Chas); Marriage 
License; 
10.31.1935 
 
Christopher 
Brown & Victoria 
Edward of DH; 
Marriage 
License; 
08.21.1936 
 
ABOVE/Anna 
Mayes: Solomon 
Bryant & Lucy 
M. Bryant 
(parents); DH 
cemetery 
ABOVE/Lydia 
Johnson: Lewis 
Johnson 
(husband); 13 
kids, 9 living 
(incl triplets) 
ABOVE/Lizzie 
Evans: Melvin 
Evans 
(husband); St. 
Philip AME 
Church, DH, SC 
 Isaac Grant 
(Rockville) & 
Albertha Powell 
(DH); Marriage 
License; 
10.29.1936 
 
William Rass, 
30, DH, pub. 
cemetery; 
newspaper 
death record 
07.03.1937 
 
Geneva 
Johnson born 
Aug. 19 
daughter of 
Louis & Lydia H 
Johnson; news 
09.14.1938 
Ezekiel Mayes 
(DH) & Ryna 
Gregory 
(Ridgeland); 
Marriage 
License; 
10.20.1938 
Willie Haynes, 
11, of DH 
Section shot 
himself; news 
08.30.1939 
(1940 Census) 
 
    ABOVE/Willie 
Haynes: 
Benjamin, 15 
(brother) (1940 
Census); Elijah 
Mayes 
(neighbor) 
carried boy to 
Roper (Ezekiel 
Mayes?) 
 
1940199 1940 1941 1942 1943 1944 
Ezekiel 
Mays, 
head; 
rented, $2 
Henry Brown, 
pass Jan. 16 
at late resi. 
DH; Mary 
(wife); news 
01.16.1940 
Rosa McVene, 
funeral Jan. 10, 
internment DH, 
SC; news 
01.09.1940 
Frank Palmer 
funeral Mar. 22 
at DH, 
internment DH; 
Rebecca 
Jackson; news 
03.21.1942 
Joseph 
Sinclair of 
DH arrested 
for break-in; 
news 
01.05.1943 
Emma Gibbs 
funeral Jan. 
5, 
internment 
DH, SC; 
news 
01.04.1944 
Ryna 
Mays, 
wife 
Elijah Brown 
(DH) & Esther 
Grant (SA 
Parish); 
Marriage 
License; 
06.13.1940 
ABOVE/Rosa 
McVene: Ella 
Holman 
(mother); 
Episcopal 
Parish Chapel, 
SA Parish 
 Moultrie 
Roper & 
Martha 
Richardson 
of DH; 
Marriage 
License; 
04.21.1943 
Juanita 
Byrds, 1, 
pass on Feb. 
27, daughter 
of Willie & 
Margaret 
Johnson 
Byrds, DH; 
                                                 
199 1940 U.S Census 
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news 
03.01.1944 
Rosa 
Mays, 
daughter 
Lillie Davis 
funeral Oct 19, 
internment 
DH, SC, Ben 
Brown 
(brother); 
news 
12.18.1940 
Thomas Burns 
(Summerville) 
& Sadie Mayes 
(DH); Marriage 
License; 
02.21.1941 
 Oscar 
Hughes of 
DH suffer 
lacerations; 
news 
05.17.1943 
Melvin 
Evans 
funeral Mar. 
21, 
internment 
DH SC; St 
Philip AME; 
news 
03.20.1944 
1940 1940 1941 1942 1943 1944 
Sadie 
Mays, 
daughter 
 Julia Davis 
funeral Mar. 
23, internment 
SA Parish, DH, 
SC; news 
03.24.1941 
  Willie 
Jenkins & 
Maggie 
Gibson of 
DH; 
Marriage 
License; 
04.27.1944 
Annette 
Mays, 
mother 
 Thomas 
Alexander 
Burns born 
April 24, son of 
Thomas H & 
Sadie Mayes 
Burns of DH; 
news 
05.01.1941 
  Peter Major 
& Maria 
Brown of 
DH; 
Marriage 
License; 
05.03.1944 
Samuel 
Bowens, 
head; 
rented, $2 
 Abraham 
Gibson, 3, of 
DH pass due to 
accidental 
burns at home; 
news 09.09. 
1941 
  Julia 
Singleton, 
67, pass 
June 19; 
daughter of 
Emanuel & 
Nora Ray 
Bowman, 
DH 
cemetery; 
news 
06.23.1944 
Leilei 
(Lily) 
Bowens, 
wife 
 Ezekiel Mayer 
funeral Nov. 
12, internment 
DH, SC; news 
11.11.1941 
  ABOVE/Julia 
Singleton: 
funeral June 
21, St 
Philips AME, 
DH, SC 
Francine 
Bowens, 
daughter 
 ABOVE/Ezekiel 
Mayer: Rosa 
Jenkins & 
Sadie Burns 
(daughters), 
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Walter Mayer 
(son); Spring 
Field Baptist 
Church, DH 
Jerace 
Hazel, 
head; 
rented, $2 
 Henry Peterkin 
(Fayetteville) & 
Elizabeth 
Graham (DH); 
Marriage 
License; 
11.20.1941 
 
   
Martha 
Hazel, 
wife 
     
Jacob 
Hazel, 
son 
     
 
1945 1946 1947 1948 1949 
Celia Bowens 
Johnson funeral 
Mar 18 at DH, 
internment DH 
Cemetery; news 
03.17.1945 
Elijah Pugh 
(Blackville) & 
Idell Grant (DH); 
Marriage 
License; 
03.07.1946 
Alicia V Gibson, 
7, pass Feb 6 
DH, daughter of 
Abraham & 
Miley 
Washington 
Gibson, DH; 
news 
02.11.1947 
Elouise Procher, 
40, pass Dec 24, 
internment DH, 
daughter of Paul 
& Doa Simmons, 
DH; news 
01.10.1948 
John Miller & 
Annie Hamilton 
of DH; Marriage 
License; 
03.10.1949 
ABOVE/Celia B 
Johnson: Celia 
White Johnson, 
39 (89?); pass 
Mar 12; Caesar 
& Ella Campbell 
Bowens 
(parents) of DH, 
Sam Bowens 
(brother), 
Elizabeth 
Jackson, 
Henrietta 
Smalls, Adelaide 
Smalls 
Patricia Ann 
Simmons born 
May 1, daughter 
of Joseph & 
Wilhelmina 
Brown 
Simmons, DH; 
news 
05.21.1946 
Louise Johnson, 
60, pass Feb 9, 
daughter of 
Edward & Nancy 
Murray Nesbit, 
DH; news 
02.17.1947 
Abraham 
Lawrence & 
Christine 
Haynes of DH; 
Marriage 
License; 
04.13.1948 
 
Cuffey Roberts, 
78, pass Jun 2, 
DH; Internment 
DH, SC; 
Springfield 
Baptist Church; 
news 
Robert Blake, 
funeral May 26, 
internment DH; 
news 
05.25.1946 
William Senior 
funeral Apr 1, 
internment DH; 
news 
03.31.1947 
Jesse Haynes & 
Dorothy Jenkins 
of DH; Marriage 
License; 
06.25.1948 
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06.04.1945 
Sarah Holmes, 
29, pass Jul 23, 
DH Cemetery; 
Kelley & Anna 
Wright Haynes 
(parents); news 
07.25.1945 
 L. Base funeral 
Nov 9, 
internment DH; 
St Philip AME; 
news 
11.08.1947 
  
ABOVE/Sarah 
Holmes: Mable 
Ross, Alice 
Robinson, 
Christina 
Singleton, 
James L 
Haynes, Isiah 
Haynes 
(siblings), 
mentions Anna 
 Tom Burns, 26, 
of DH injured in 
car accident; car 
driven by Sam 
Bowen 57 of 
Magnola 
Gardens; news 
11.19.1947 
  
Christopher 
Brown, 40, pass 
Aug 7, 
internment DH; 
son of Tom & 
Mary Magwood 
Brown, DH; 
news 
08.13.1945 
    
 
1950 1951 1952 1956 1958 1960 1962 
Louise 
Manor 
funeral Apr 
23, 
internment 
DH 
Cemetery; 
news 
04.22.1950 
 
Richard 
C. Green 
(DH) & 
Edith 
Snipes 
(Ridgevill
e); 
Marriage 
License; 
03.15.195
1 
Mary 
Washingt
on funeral 
Mar 7, 
internmen
t DH, 
Frank 
Washingt
on 
(husband)
; news 
03.06.195
2 
Marie 
Haynes, 35, 
pass Jan 9; 
daughter of 
Abraham & 
Hattie C. 
Haynes, 
DH; news 
01.24.1956 
William 
Smalls, 68, 
pass Sept 1 
at home, son 
of Esau & 
Matilda 
Smalls, DH; 
news 
09.08.1957 
 
Tillman 
Harmon 
Platt pass 
May 1960; 
born Jun 
14, 1880 at 
DH, son of 
Harmon B 
& Laura 
Johnson 
Platt; 
retired 
farmer; 
Georgia 
Fox Platt 
(wife), 4 
daughters, 
WL, Ellis 
R, ML Platt 
(sons); 2 
sisters, JB, 
Ervin 
Singleton 
Sr 
funeral 
Jan 7, 
internme
nt DH 
Cemeter
y; news 
01.26.19
62 
 129 
TJ, J. Earl, 
BS 
(brothers); 
johnson 
(stepmothe
r); news 
05.26.1960 
ABOVE/Loui
se Manor: 
Sam Bowers 
(brother), 
Jonnie 
Jackson Sr, 
Adlade 
Smalls 
(sisters and 
brother-in-
law) 
Alice 
Robertso
n funeral 
Nov 14, 
internmen
t at DH; 
mother 
Anna 
Haynes; 
news 
11.13.195
1 
 ABOVE/Ma
rie Haynes: 
Jessie 
Haynes 
(son); late 
residence 
DH 
Franklin 
Bowens, pass 
Oct 24, 
formerly of 
DH; news 
10.26.1957 
 
  
    ABOVE/Fran
klin Bowens: 
Richmond H 
Bowens 
(brother), 
Emmie L. 
Jenkins, 
Luciell B. 
Brown, 
Rosena M. 
Jenkins, 
Sadie M. 
Burns  
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Appendix D 
Survey: January 2019 
 
African American Cemetery 
Path Across from Cemetery, West of Main Avenue 
Macbeth Road 
McKeever Site 
Continuation of Macbeth Road, West of Main Avenue 
Survey Data 
Survey Maps 
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Figure D.1. An archway into the 
African American Cemetery was 
erected in 2010. The archway reads 
“LEAVE ‘EM REST.” A white wooden 
cross is to the right of the archway 
and entrance. A cleared gravel path 
leads to the existing grave markers. 
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Figure D.2. Grave marker for Adelaid Smalls, died April 10, 1957. A birth date is not 
provided. The aluminum marker, provided by Gadsen Funeral Home, was meant to 
be temporary. 
Figure D.3. Grave marker for Reverend Ervin 
Singleton Sr. He was born October 27, 1909 
and died January 2, 1962. Reverend 
Singleton’s marker sits off to the side of the 
cleared pathway that leads to the burial plots 
with grave markers.  
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Figure D.4. Grave markers for Richmond and Velma Bowens. Their burial plot 
consists of a headstone with last name, and birth and death dates for each person. 
The dates for Mrs. Bowens had not been engraved. There are also two ledger 
stones, each with a plaque consisting of name, birth and death year. Mr. Bowens’ 
burial came over thirty years after the last burial in the cemetery - John Walker in 
1964. Mrs. Bowens’ death and burial was in 2016. She is likely to be the last person 
buried at Drayton Hall’s African American Cemetery. 
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Figure D.5. Grave marker for John Walker. He was born in 1879 and died in 1964. 
The inscription on the front of the headstone is difficult to read, especially what is 
written near the base. This is due to biogrowth and possibly acid rain. 
Figure D.6. Grave marker for Maggie B. Bradley. She was born in 1877 and died at 
eighty years old in 1957. Interestingly, there is an aluminum marker with the name Ida 
Bradle behind Ms. Bradley’s marker. The date is listed as November 9, 1957. This 
differs slightly from the death date of Ms. Bradley’s on November 21, 1957. 
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Figure D.7. Grave marker believed to be John 
Bowens. There is no name or date on the 
marker. Mr. Bowens was seventy-eight years 
old and living at Drayton Hall according to the 
1920 Census. 
Figure D.8. Grave marker for Cleveland Johnson. He was born in 1885 and 
died in 1926. The headstone has a carved floral detail. Mr. Johnson’s marker 
is the only one that includes a footstone with his initials C.J. 
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Figure D.9. There are only seven burials with grave markers. The majority of burials 
are identified by depressions in the grounds (left image). There is only one mound 
(right image) located to the left of Ms. Adelaid Smalls burial. 
Figure D.10. The entrance to the 
cemetery has a defined path that 
leads to the grave markers. There 
are additional cleared paths further 
into the cemetery that appear to be 
more informal. Overall, the cemetery 
is forested.  
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Figure D.11. Opposite the cemetery, on the west side of the main avenue, is a small 
parking lot. To the west of the lot is an informal cleared path. In the postbellum area 
houses would have been located along this path. 
Figure D.12. Located north off the path 
(west of the main avenue) is a twentieth 
century pit. There are remnants of former 
gate posts located in this area. The pit 
and remnants were marked during the 
survey but are not related to the African 
American community. 
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Figure D.13. Macbeth Road is 
located on the east side of the main 
avenue and north of the cemetery. 
The path is cleared but not paved. 
The first mention of a road in this 
general area was on the Glover plat 
dated c. 1790. 
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Figure D.14. There are several open areas off Macbeth Road which could indicate 
locations of houses. 
Figure D.15. The 
remnants of the 
McKeever site are 
the only surviving 
example of 
postbellum 
housing. The ruins 
indicate the size of 
the former 
dwellings.  
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Figure D.16. Brick piers at the McKeever site. 
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Figure D.17. Top and Left: Sill 
resting on a center brick pier at the 
McKeever site. Above: Wood post 
was possibly a support for a porch. 
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Figure D.18. 
Remnant of chimney 
at the McKeever 
site. Top left: 
Northwest angle; 
Top right: North 
side; Bottom left: 
East side; Bottom 
right: South side 
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Figure D.19. Chimney details. Left: Chimney inset; Right: Crack on the north side 
Figure D.20. Entrance to a path, a 
continuation of Macbeth Road on the 
west side of the main avenue. 
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Figure D.21. Survey points labeled by identification number. 
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Number Survey Notes 
2 Tree with cross, entrance to cemetery 
3 Grass area, cemetery 
4 Grass area, cemetery 
5 Open space north of the walk, cemetery 
6 Entrance west side of avenue, across parking lot 
7 Trash pit 
9 Pile of remnants from old gate 
10 Grass area off west side of trail 
11 Grass area off west side of trail 
12 Grass area off west side of trail near entrance 
13 Cemetery parking lot 
14 South post, BG Field 
15 North post, BG Field 
16 Entrance to Macbeth Road 
17 Potential path north, near entrance 
18 Open area to south of Macbeth Road 
19 Grass area south of Macbeth Road 
20 Remnant of tin barrel 
21 Start of McKeever site, grass area 
22 Back end of McKeever site 
23 Center of McKeever site 
24 Chimney 
25 NE, brick pier 
26 SE, brick pier 
27 SW, brick pier 
28 NW, brick pier 
29 North center, brick pier 
30 South center, brick pier 
32 North sill 
33 Chimney sill 
34 South sill 
35 South sill, end at pier 
36 Sill remnants across chimney, far end 
37 Wood posts 
38 Wood posts 
39 Entrance of path to McKeever site off Macbeth Road 
40 Path across from Macbeth Road, west side of main avenue 
100 Burial 
102 Burial 
103 Burial 
104 Burial 
105 Burial 
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106 Burial 
107 Burial 
109 Burial 
110 Burial 
111 Burial 
112 Burial 
113 Burial 
115 Burial 
116 Burial 
117 Burial 
118 Burial 
119 Burial 
120 Burial 
121 Burial 
124 Burial 
125 Burial 
126 Burial 
127 Burial 
130 Burial 
132 Burial 
133 Burial 
134 Burial 
136 Burial 
137 Burial 
138 Burial 
139 Burial 
148 Burial 
149 Burial 
150 Burial 
151 End of defined path in cemetery 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure D.22. Descriptions of survey points. 
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Figure D.23. Survey points and walking path.  
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Figure D.24. Survey pointe overlaid with BG Field. 
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Figure D.25. A point documented as an anomaly for being a cleared area is in the 
location of the driver’s house site (circled in green) 
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Figure D.26. This overlay includes a current aerial, the Glover plat’s subdivision plan 
and settlement plat, the 1900 tenant housing, as well as the survey information 
collected. The blue points are burials, yellow points are landscape anomalies and 
lines are walking path. 
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Figure D.27. Additional anomalies of cleared areas documented, several coincide 
with the location of housing in the 1900 US Geodetic Survey Map (circled in green) 
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Figure D.28. The path walked along Macbeth Road matches with the overlay of the 
historic and existing road system 
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